


Judge John C. North, II N Gl i Ren Serey

Chairman \ 5 Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-043 8-V, Earnie Gardner
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently
undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Due to the extensive area of steep slopes and Buffer on this property, it
appears that it can not be developed without a variance. However, impacts should be minimized
as much as possible. The proposed house is significant in size and it has been sited nearly
perpendicular to the slopes on site. We recommend that impacts be further minimized if
possible. If the variance is approved, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance
within the Buffer and expanded Buffer. The Buffer should be a priority location for the
plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

f\ﬁ}w "M\AAQLL..._

Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA645-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE:  Variance 2000-0440-V, Edwin Lee
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer
than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family
dwelling and driveway.

This office reviewed a variance request on this property in 1999 which added a second story to
an existing structure. The currently proposed garage addition adds an additional 720 square feet
of impervious surface, entirely within the Buffer. While an attached garage is a reasonable use,
this office is concerned about the large amount of impervious surface within the Buffer. If the
variance 1s approved, we recommend mitigation in the form of woody forest vegetation at a 3:1
ratio for all disturbance within the Buffer. The Buffer, between the house and the water, should
be a priority for the mitigation. The landscape plan, with the majority of plantings consisting of
screening landscape vegetation (Leyland Cyprus and Junipers), is not sufficient. A forested
Buffer should be established.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAnMdler
Natural Resources Planner

AA329-99

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0427-V, William and Gladys Schmale
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required and on steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. However, impacts must be minimized and the variance requested the
minimum to provide relief. The site is severely constrained by steep slopes. While the proposed
house is not extravagant in size, over 80% of the woodlands on site will be cleared. This
includes numerous large (> 20 in. diameter) trees. It appears that the limits of disturbance could
be further reduced. Also, the proposed stockpile should be located landward of the proposed
dwelling, adjacent to the proposed driveway. We recommend mitigation in the form of native
woody vegetation at a 2:1 ratio for new impervious surfaces within the Buffer and ata 1:1 ratio
for new impervious outside of the Buffer. The Buffer, between the proposed dwelling and the
water should be a priority location for the plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
@ Pﬁ:le Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA640-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0442-V, William and Margaret Miller

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks
and Buffer than required. The property is designated RCA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. However, impacts must be minimized and the variance requested the
minimum to provide relief. While the site is severely constrained by non-tidal wetlands, there is
ample upland area such that development of the lot can occur without any variances. We
recommend that the development of the property be redesigned to avoid disturbance to the non-
tidal wetlands (a designated Habitat Protection Area). Excessive clearing, grading and fill is
proposed within the non-tidal wetlands due to the desired location of the house. Any hardship is
clearly self-created.

Notwithstanding the above, the requested variance is far from the minimum to provide relief. A
large area of clearing, grading and fill is proposed (nearly an acre in size) for no obvious reason.
A large extraneous circular driveway is proposed. There has been no attempt to minimize
disturbance to wetlands or to minimize clearing and grading. Development of the lot should be
redesigned to minimize disturbance to the non-tidal wetlands and forest on this site.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: Judy Cole, MDE
AA646-00 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 2, 2001

Ms. Cathy Maxwell

Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 North Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Conditional Use Case No. CU-120010 (Kent Island Yacht Club)
Dear Ms. Maxwell:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced conditional use application. The

. applicant is requesting a conditional use approval to expand a marina with construction of three
piers. The property is 10.3 acres in size and is currently developed with a number of buildings
and existing marina facilities.

Thus office defers to the Maryland Department of the Environment on pier issues. Any local
approval should be conditioned on final approval of an amended or new permit from MDE.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC660-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0418-V, Edward McKenna
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property 1s designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it.- Due to the extensive area of wetlands on this property, it appears that it
could not be developed without a variance. However, impacts should be minimized as much as
possible. For example, there appears to be a cleared area that could be used for a driveway
coming from the southern corner of the lot. Would it be possible to access the property from this
location? If the variance is approved, mitigation should be provided for all clearing in
accordance with the County Zoning Ordinance. Also, we recommend that the remainder of the
lot be placed under a conservation easement to ensure that no further disturbance occurs in the
non-tidal wetlands.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
LeeA.v/g?’C“:;ndler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA623-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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' _ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0414-V, Hubert & Rebecca Lowe
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit an accessory structure with less setbacks and Buffer
than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a large house,
detached garage, and driveway.

This office can not support the variance requested. A 20 foot by 20 foot storage shed is
excessive in size, especially on a lot that already has nearly 50% impervious coverage. There is
an existing detached garage and there is ample room on the lot to comply with the applicable
regulations. We recommend that the applicants find another location for their desired shed and
remove an equal amount of i 1mperv1ous surface to ensure that the already excessive amount does
not increase.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAdne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA622-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
January 2, 2001 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
’ (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variances 2000-0444-V and 0445-V, Alan and Day Weitzman

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance applications. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a driveway with disturbance to steep slopes and with
less Buffer and setbacks than required. The property is designated RCA and is currently
developed with a house. The applicants appear to be contract purchasers of the property.

Provided that Parcel 408 is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose a variance that
will provide reasonable access to the property. The information as to the amount of impervious
and clearing on each separate parcel is not clear. This information should be calculated
separately such that mitigation can be calculated at the appropriate ratio. Given the information
provided, mitigation for clearing on Parcel 406 should be provided at a 1:1 ratio. An effort
should be made to further reduce the limits of disturbance. For example, why is sod proposed
along the driveway? Given the existing mature forest (and the fact that such a riparian forest is a
Habitat Protection Area) only minimal clearing should be permitted. Once the driveway is
constructed, natural regeneration should be permitted to fill in the gap in the forest.

Based on rough measurements on the site plan, it appears that 1800 square feet of clearing will
occur on Parcel 408, with 750 square feet within the Buffer. We recommend mitigation ata 3:1
ratio for all disturbance within the Buffer and expanded Buffer and a 1.5 to [ ratio for clearing
outside of the Buffer. Also, please note, if re-development or major renovation of the existing
dwelling on Parcel 408 is planned, any expansion should occur away from the water, perhaps
where the proposed driveway ends.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of

the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

@inew%wM

Chandler

‘ Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA647-00 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0424-V, Ronald Colison
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with disturbance to steep slopes
and less Buffer than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a
house and driveway.

From the information provided, it appears that the proposed addition will be placed over an
existing wood deck. Because the addition appears to be a reasonable expansion of living space,
this office does not oppose the variance requested. However, the site plan was not clear with
regard to the current extent of the deck. Does it currently exist up to the edge of the steep slope
or is a new deck proposed off of the addition? If a new deck is proposed, we recommend that it
extend no closer to the slope than the addition (i.e., add the deck to the side of the addition rather
than out towards the steep slope). This should be clarified. Also, the site plan shows a
replacement septic tank close to the top of steep slopes. Would it be possible to further
maximize the distance from the steep slopes?

The Critical Area Report states that only 5% of the site is covered with trees and shrubs. As

required by the County Zoning Ordinance, the site must be planted to provide a forest cover of at
least 15%.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely, .

WW

eXnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA625-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
MEMORANDUM
TO: Dave Bourdon, David Cooksey, Bob Goodman, Jim McLean, Jack Witten
FROM: LeeAnne Chandler |AC~
DATE: January 2, 2001
RE: Panel Hearing for the Charles County Comprehensive Review

7:00 p.m., Tuesday, January 9, 2001
Village Green Pavilion, 100 Walter Thomas Road, Indian Head

. Thank you again for being on the Critical Area Commission Panel appointed to review the
changes to the Charles County Critical Area Program and implementing ordinance. The panel
hearing will be held at the Village Green Pavilion, 100 Walter Thomas Road in Indian Head at
7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, January 9, 2001. (Map enclosed.)

The purpose of this hearing is to hear public comment on the proposed changes to the County’s
Critical Area Program and Critical Area Overlay Zoning Ordinance resulting from the four-year
comprehensive review. Commission staff worked closely with County staff to correct and revise
those portions of the County’s Program and Ordinance that were not consistent with the State
Law and Criteria.

The most significant changes to the County’s Program, ordinance and maps are as follows:

PROGRAM:

Updated information is provided with regard to the County’s environmental programs such as
their participation in the Rural Legacy Program, the revision to the County’s Land Preservation
and Recreation Plan, and the development of the Mattawoman Creek Watershed Protection
Strategy. They report that only 9 acres of growth allocation have been awarded out of the
County’s total reserve of 1,130.1 acres. They clarify the type of information that must be
submitted for development activities within the Critical Area.

. The Chapter on Shore Erosion Protection contains many of the proposed changes to the Program.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 Q



Particularly, further detail is provided on the recommended methods of shore erosion control.
Structural shore erosion control measures are discouraged except where non-structural control
measures would be ineffective. A Buffer management plan is also required to ensure the
replacement of cleared vegetation.

The Habitat Protection Program Chapter has been expanded to include a section on protection of
cliffs within the County. In order to preserve the ecological and historical value of cliffs, the
County is encouraging the use of cliff setbacks to protect cliffs rather than conventional erosion
control measures. Setbacks that are of a distance such that structures are protected for fifty (50)
years are referred to as ER50 (i.e., annual erosion rate times 50 years). Where structures are
proposed within the ER50 setback, they are encouraged to be constructed to be movable if cliff
erosion OCCurs.

The Program document also includes (as Appendix B) a unique alternative for the Buffer
Exemption Area in Swan Point. (Swan Point is a large golf-course development in southern
Charles County that was partially platted prior to 1985.) This alternative is applicable only in the
grandfathered sections of Swan Point and was developed as a result of citizen complaints of the
inconsistent application of Buffer Exemption regulations within Swan Point. It was developed
on a cooperative basis between County and Commission staff to accommodate the unique
situation in Swan Point. Basically, the Buffer is of variable width depending on the depth of
each particular lot. Required mitigation includes establishing a vegetated Buffer and planting an
area of twice the impervious surface created in the 100-foot Buffer. Sample calculations and
planting plans are provided.

ZONING ORDINANCE:
The County’s Critical Area Overlay Zoning Ordinance was revised to add several significant
definitions from the Critical Area Criteria and to modify others for clarity and consistency.

Some re-organization of the ordinance is proposed, particularly the section on the Critical Area
Buffer.

In the past, the County incorporated the Commission’s previous policy for Buffer Exemption
Areas into their Zoning Ordinance. With this update, they are maintaining their previous rules
and providing some clarification on determining the appropriate setback for new development or
redevelopment in BEAs. They are using the location of principal structures on adjacent lots as
the determining factor for the setback line. While this may be permissible, some additional
clarification may. be warranted, especially in cases of irregular shorelines. In accordance with the
Commission’s new policy for residential BEAs, an absolute minimum setback of 25 feet should
be established. In addition, the County does not include any special rules for commercial or
industrial development in non-residential BEAs. Additional language or at least a reference to
the Commission’s policy on commercial, multi-family, institutional or industrial development in
BEAs may be warranted. (The County has a few BEAs containing commercial or industrial
development.)



The County is proposing a list of uses permissible in the Resource Conservation Zone (i.e.,
RCA). Some of these uses are commercial in nature and thus, this change is not consistent with
the Criteria or the Commission’s previous position on uses in the RCA. This issue will be

discussed at the January 3, 2001 Program Subcommittee meeting. Further discussion may be
warranted during the Public Hearing.

Lastly, please note: We received a letter from the County Commissioners on December 27, 2000
informing us of a change to the proposed amendments, specifically Section 136, subsection (c)
Structures and Cliff Protection in Areas of Cliff Erosion has been deleted. At this time,
Commission staff 1s unsure of how this will affect other parts of the ordinance. It would seem
that references to ER50, including expansion of the Buffer in areas of cliffs to ERS0, would

- require appropriate modification.

MAP CHANGES:
The County has provided an updated resource inventory via an updated Habitat Protection Area
map located in Chapter 8 of the Program. No other map changes are proposed.

Enclosed, please find both the Program and Ordinance documents with additions and deletions as
noted. Staff from Charles County Planning will be at the public hearing to present the changes
and answer any questions which may arise. Please contact me if you have any questions or
would like additional information prior to the hearing. I can be reached at (410) 260-3477.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 4, 2001

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Variance Case #04-00-06
Tower Gardens, Lot 4

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to the Critical Area Buffer requirements in order to
accommodate a septic system for a new single family dwelling. The property is 0.356 acres in
size and is currently undeveloped.

‘ Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. It appears that there are no viable alternative locations for the septic
system outside of the Buffer. We do not oppose the variance requested, provided that the 22
trees (as required on page 8 of the application) are planted on site, within the Buffer. Ideally,
these trees should be planted between the proposed septic area and the water, to maximize their
nutrient-uptake benefits.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

WM ChandLas D
LeeArne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC658-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 9, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Cerutti Building - Concept Plan
CP 04-0012-0018(c)

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced project. The applicant is proposing to
construct a building with associated parking to be used for a marina distribution business. The site is

designated LDA and is currently vacant. The applicants are also requesting growth allocation to change
the designation to IDA.

As you are aware, the current LDA designation limits impervious surfaces to 15%. Approval of the
project is wholly dependent upon the award of growth allocation as the project is not consistent with the
LDA regulations. That being said, if the growth allocation is approved by the County, information on
compliance with the 10% pollutant reduction requirement is necessary for us to complete our review.
Note #9 states that stormwater management is to be provided off-site via a regional stormwater
management facility created for the Maryland General Land Co. subdivision. In reviewing our file on
this subdivision, I found that the 10% calculations have been completed for the entire subdivision. They
state that stormwater quality will be addressed via a wet pond and grassed swale. Please provide
further information on these facilities including plans and drainage area maps. (Previous
correspondence has indicated that the landowners were investigating building a regional stormwater
facility using some Critical Area fees-in-lieu but no further information has been provided.)

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the information requested when it is
available. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

h

LeeAnfde Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
QC655-00 (410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 9, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Safeway Food Store - Concept Plan
CP 04-0012-0016(c)

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced project. The applicant is proposing to
construct a food store, retail space, a gas station and a connection to an adjacent shopping center. The
site is designated IDA and is currently an agricultural field with a small residential structure.

I have reviewed the information provided and because the site is designated IDA, the Critical Area
issue of concern is the 10% pollutant reduction requirement. Understanding that this project is in its
concept phase (and because it needs several approvals such as a reduction in parking and an amendment
to the County’s Sewer and Water Plan), it is likely that the 10% calculations have not yet been
provided. If and when the project reaches the final site plan stage, please provide the 10% calculations
and any updated plans to this office for further review. If the 10% rule is addressed, it appears that the
proposal would be consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the information requested when it is
available. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

LeeAnde Chandlerw
Natural Resources Planner

QC662-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 10, 2001

Ms. Tracey L. Greene VIA FACSIMILE
Maryland Department of Planning

201 Baptist St., Box 24

Salisbury, Maryland 21801

RE: Town of Snow Hill - Chesapeake Bay Gateways Project

Dear Ms. Greene:

I have received your correspondence of January 9, 2001 regarding the Gateways Project in the
Town of Snow Hill. It is apparent that the 10% Rule calculations and more detailed drawings
have not been completed nor provided. Again, in reviewing the consistency report, there is a
serious concern about the management of stormwater on this site. The Town, in the grant
proposal narrative, stated that the correction of the existing stormwater problem would be a key

‘ benefit of the project. With the information available, it appears that the project would actually
exacerbate the problem rather than fix it.

As indicated in our letter of September 13, 2000, consistency with the Town’s Critical Area
Program was wholly dependent upon meeting the 10% pollutant reduction rule. Without any
further documentation to address this requirement, the conclusion must be that the project would
be inconsistent with the Town’s Critical Area Program. Obviously, as a Town project, this sets a
disparaging example to others who wish to develop or redevelop properties within the Town’s
Critical Area. This office strongly recommends that no funds be spent nor permits issued for
work on this project until the 10% requirement is addressed.

Commission staff 1s available to assist in any way possible. Please contact me if you would like
to discuss the project in further detail or if you would like to schedule a meeting.

Sincerely,

LeeAMndler
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: SN428-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 11, 2001

Ms. Sharon Alderton

State Highway Administration
Environmental Planning - C301
707 N. Calvert St.

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

RE: MD 347 Streetscape and Drainage Improvements
(SHA Project No. WI16885183)

Dear Ms. Alderton:

At its January 3, 2001 meeting, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission approved with
. conditions the proposed streetscape and drainage improvement project on MD 347 in Wicomico
County. The conditions are as follows:

1. All necessary permits and approvals will be acquired from MDE prior to any
construction.
2. Mitigation in the form of native plantings will be provided at a 3:1 ratio for all

disturbance within the Critical Area 100-foot Buffer and will be provided at a 1:1 ratio
for all clearing outside of the Buffer.

3. A planting plan will be provided to Commission staff for review.
4. Stormwater quality design will be reviewed and approved by Commission staff.

Via a number of discussions with Glenn Marschke of Wallace, Montgomery & Associates, the
stormwater quality issue (condition 4), i.e., meeting the 10% pollutant reduction rule
requirement, has been addressed. Attached is a memo describing the 10% issue and the ultimate
solution. As stated in the memo, once the design of the stormwater facility is available, sketches
are to be provided to our office for a final review. Once the design is finalized, impacts to the
Buffer and clearing outside of the Buffer can be quantified. From that point, conditions 2 and 3
above can be addressed by SHA. The enclosed planting agreement should be filled out by the
‘ appropriate person and sent back to me once the required plantings are quantified. Also, with

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Ms. Sharon Alderton
January 11, 2001
Page 2

regard to condition 1, amended permits (if necessary) should be obtained from MDE once
impacts to the wetlands and wetland buffer are finalized.

Please ensure that the information described above is provided to this office when it is available.
If you have any questions or concerns regarding the Commission approval and the conditions
listed above, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Lastly, Commission staff would like to express our sincere appreciation to Glenn Marschke and
Holly Ellis of Wallace, Montgomery & Associates for their timely responsiveness to the
suggestions and concerns of the Critical Area Commission and staff.

Sincerely,

LeeAn
Natural Resources Planner

Attachments

cc: Meg Andrews, MDOT Commission representative
Glenn Marschke, Wallace, Montgomery and Associates
Karuna Pujara, SHA Highway Hydraulics
Ravi Ganvir, SHA District 1
Rick Dwyer, Wicomico County Planning & Zoning




Memo to File

From: LeeAnne Chandler
Date: January 11, 2001

Subj: Stormwater management on MD 347 project

Pollutant removal requirement for the MD 347 Streetscape and Drainage improvement project in
Wicomico County is 2.0 Ibs. of Phosphorus.

Initially, a direct outfall into Quantico Creek was proposed. Due to the existence of a Habitat
Protection Area in the immediate vicinity and the need for some stormwater quality treatment, a
direct outfall was not a viable alternative. After a site visit conducted on December 11, 2000,
plans were changed to utilize a level spreader to create sheet flow from the stormwater outfall
pipe. The level spreader was proposed on the east side of MD 347. The level spreader addressed
the habitat protection area problem but did not address stormwater quality according to MDE
standards.

The project was brought to the January 3, 2001 Commission meeting for review and approval.
During the Subcommittee meeting, it was recommended that the level spreader device be made
into a bioretention facility. Dave Bourdon was also concerned about the viability of the weir
structure and whether or not it would act properly as a "level spreader." The consultants were
told to redesign and look at bioretention - such that the pollutant removal requirement could be
addressed on-site.

On January 4, 2001 I spoke with Glenn Marschke of Wallace, Montgomery & Assoc. regarding
the sizing of a bioretention facility. If it were constructed to handle the first inch of runoff from
the entire drainage area (i.e., to meet the new MDE regulations), it would be approximately 10
times greater in size. Due to the existing area of non-tidal wetlands in the immediate vicinity of
the road, such a facility is not feasible and would cause greater harm than good. However,
creation of a vegetated wet swale/pond that could handle the first 'z inch of runoff from the
impervious cover within the Critical Area would be feasible. The proposed facility does not
meet the exact specifications of any of the listed BMP options in the 10% Rule guidance
documents. However, it would function as the pond in the pond/wetland (option #8) described in
the 10% guidance documents. The pond would serve to trap sediments, reduce incoming runoff
velocity, control discharge rates and remove pollutants. Vegetation in the wet pond/swale will
also help absorb pollutants. The existing non-tidal wetland would provide additional treatment,
prior to outfalling in sheet flow to Quantico Creek. The listed removal efficiency for a
pond/wetland for 2 inch is 40%. Because it does not have all of the features of a completely
created pond/wetland, a 30% efficiency rating seems appropriate. With a 30% efficiency rating,
the 10% pollutant reduction requirement is met by the proposed facility. It is my understanding
that MDE will still require a debit to their mitigation bank for this project, because the proposed
stormwater facility does not meet MDE’s new stormwater regulations.




Memo to File - MD 347
January 11, 2001
Page 2

In further discussions with Glenn Marschke, the issue regarding the viability of the weir structure
was raised. They are working on design of a timber weir structure where timber piles would be
driven into the ground and then connected through timber boards. The soils in the area are
classified as Muck and it is believed that the timber structure, with the anchoring in the ground
via the piles, would be stable in the Muck environment. SHA is using a similar structure design
on a project in Worcester County. The wetland side of the weir will be shored up with rip rap
and given a small apron such that the water coming over the weir will not erode the soils in this
area. The road side of the structure will be vegetated with water-tolerant vegetation.

After discussing the project with the Project Subcommittee chairman (Mr. David Bourdon), 1
called Holly Ellis of Wallace, Montgomery & Associates and informed her that the proposed wet
pond will be acceptable as a means to meet the 10% Rule. I did request however, that the draft
design sketches be faxed to me when they are available as Mr. Bourdon continued to express
concern about the viability of the weir structure as a level-spreader device. Once the designs are
finalized, the amount of Buffer disturbance and other clearing can be quantified and SHA can
move forward with meeting the other conditions of approval. (Other conditions of approval
included submittal of a planting plan to provide mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for disturbance within
the Buffer and at a 1:1 ratio for clearing of woody vegetation outside of the Buffer. Final MDE
permit approval is also required.)




Planting Agreement for State Projects

% Project Number
Mi’- State Highway Administration l 33-00 SHA |
Phone Number
Sharon Alderton (

Janvaryy 3, 00/

_Guantico , WicoMmicd CooNTY

square Feet Cleared Outside 100ft Buffer

ligation Ratio for Clearing Outside Buffer” Mitigaﬁon Calculation Qutside Buffer

pquare Feet Disturbed/Cleared Within 100ft Buffer

itio~*‘on Ratio for Disturbance/Clearing Within Buffer” Mitigation Calculation Within Buffer
8% Afforestation Requirement Met?

otal Mitigationr Required

Planting and Natural Regeneration Plan (attach additional sheets if ne cessary)

P_j

1rst Site Visit Date @First Site Visit By §Second Site Visit Date BSecond Site Visit By §Mitigation Completed?

* see back for explanations Revised 4/28/99




L. Amount of Disturbance and Clearing

There are two ways to calculate the amount of disturbance in the Critical Area. Disturbance is based on either the area disturbed or

the number of individual trees that will be cut. It is recommended that when an area to be disturbed more closely resembles a ‘
natural forest (i.e. canopy cover with a multi-layer understory) or when structures or other impervious surfaces are placed within the -
Buffer or a BEA, even if no trees are cleared, you should quantify the disturbance amount in the areq cleared. On the other hand, if

your site more closely resembles a park setting (i.e. scattered trees with little or no understory), it is recommended that you count the
number of trees removed. .

2. Plant Spacings and Mitigation Credits for Various Size Trees and Shrubs*

' Credit Plant Size Plant Spacing
Square Feet

100 sq. ft. | tree (2-inch caliper) 10-foot center

400 sq. ft. | tree (minimum: 2-inch caliper tree: 20-foot center

and either balled and burlapped or | understory: 10-foot center
container grown)

and

understory vegetation (minimum:
2 small trees or 3 shrubs)

50 sq. ft. | tree (seedlings) 7-foot center

50 sq. ft. | shrub 5 to 7-foot center

* The Critical Area Commission recognizes natural regeneration as a method for mitigation on appropriate sites. This will be
determined on a case by case basis. All plantings will require protective measures to ensure that these areas remain planted in .

perpetuity.
3. Mitigation Ratios
Choose from the following for the mitigation ratios:

Mitigation Ratio for Clearing Outside Buffer iMlitigation Ratio for Disturbance/Clearing Within Buffer
Clearing of Forest/ Woodlands up to 20% in Critical Area 1:1 New Development / Redevelopment (non-BEA) 3:1
Clearing of ForestWoodlands up to 30% in Critical Area 1.5 New Development / Redevelopment (BEA) 2:1
Clearing of Forest/ Woodlands over 30% in Critical Area 3:1 Shore Erosion Control 1:1
Clearing Violation 3:1 Public Shoreline Access 2:1
Other Clearing Violation 3:1
N/A Other
N/A

4. Planting Date

The Planting Date should be either the spring or fall season following the approval of the project by the Critical Area Commission.

3. Site Visits

Two site visits will be conducted over a period of two years by Critical Area Commission statf. The objective of the site visits is to
verify that the mitigation has been carried out as approved (i.e. species, number of trees/shrubs. location).
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 12, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Grasonville Station, LLC - Administrative Subdivision
05-01-01-0003-C

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing the information on the administrative subdivision referenced above. The
applicant is proposing to re-combine four (4) lots of a recently approved commercial subdivision in
order to construct two commercial buildings and associated improvements. The site is designated LDA
and is currently undeveloped.

The proposed subdivision appears to be consistent with the County’s Critical Area program. Eventual
development of the new Lot 6 must comply with all LDA requirements until such time that growth
allocation is awarded.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If changes are made to the subdivision as proposed, please
forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these
comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

Aat /Mu Chawdlon——

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC559-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRQ-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
January 12, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0459-V, Charles Petrone

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is requesting a
variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than required and on steep slopes. The property is
designated LDA and is currently developed with a dilapidated house.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this lot. However, impacts such as clearing and grading should be
minimized and the variance requested the minimum to provide relief. The lot obviously has multiple constraints. It
appears that the house could be sited slightly further from the water. We do recognize however, that the existing
house is quite close to the water. Our concems are the extent of grading, the inaccuracy of the impact quantities
listed on the site plan, and the fact that the Buffer Management Plan application does not correspond with the extent
of impacts proposed. Based on rough calculations using measurements of the site plan, it appears that nearly 7000
square feet of grading 1s proposed. With 7000 square feet of grading on a 10,892 square foot lot, how can 5,420
square feet of woodland remain? Much of the grading appears to be extraneous, e.g., on the western side of the
house and for the 12-foot wide waterway access. The County permits only a six-foot wide cleared path to the water
and it is usually from the dwelling to the water, not from the road to the water. (It appears that vehicular access is
being proposed in this case. Any type of boat ramp facility must be approved through the MDE permitting process.)

The Buffer Management Plan application signed by the variance applicant states that "This plan is to provide a six-
foot access path to the water and removal of noxious weeds." The amount of reforestation required was only 1,955
square feet. This does not correspond with the extensive amount of impacts now proposed. We recommend that the
extent of grading be reduced and the 12-foot wide waterway access be reduced to the permitted width. Also,
because greater than 30% of the woodlands on this site are being removed, mitigation should be provided at a 3:1
ratio in accordance with the County Zoning Ordinance. The Buffer should be a priority location for the plantings.

Lastly, it appears from the pictures provided that there is a new bulkhead and pier on the property. Did these
structures have all necessary permits from MDE?

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part of the
record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

& \u[& il &wﬂﬁz/\___
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA11-01
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 12, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0453-V, Sidney and Janet Leech
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicants are requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and accessory structure with less
setbacks and Buffer than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed
with a house and detached garage.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this lot. Optimally, the new house would be sited
completely outside of the 100-foot Buffer. However, the lot is Buffer-Exempt and it appears that
the proposed new dwelling is sited no closer to the water than the existing one. If the variance is
approved, mitigation should be provided for new impervious surfaces within the Buffer at a 2:1
ratio and for all new impervious surfaces outside of the Buffer at a 1:1 ratio in accordance with
the County’s Buffer Exemption Area rules. Priority areas for planting should be the Buffer and
areas where existing impervious is removed.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commisston in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAlee Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA09-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 16, 2001

Ms. Linda Mott

SHA - Environmental Design Division
707 N. Calvert St.

P.O. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: MD 765 (Calvert County) - Outstanding Mitigation
Dear Ms. Mott:

I am writing in regard to the outstanding mitigation due for the Buffer impacts created by the
extension of MD 765 in Calvert County. We briefly met at the December 6, 2000 Commission
meeting to discuss the issue. At that time, you indicated that you would provide information on
some potential mitigation sites, as well as the site plans showing the extent of on-site mitigation
provided. To date, I have not received that information.

Given that the project received Commission approval in December 1998 (approval letter is attached)
and construction is now complete, Commussion staff is concerned about the extensive amount of
time which has passed without addressing the outstanding mitigation. Please provide the following
information as soon as possible:

1. The site plan showing the relocated stream and all proposed on-site mitigation plantings.

2. An accounting of the mitigation required, on-site credit, and outstanding mitigation due.

3. Information regarding the potential mitigation sites we discussed at the December 2000
Commission meeting.

The spring planting season will begin shortly. It would be timely to receive this information in time
for the trees to be planted this spring.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter. If you have any questions or would like to discuss
this matter further, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Lee Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Sincerely,

cc: Meg Andrews, MDOT Commission member
SHA 40-98

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 17,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0476-V, Alan Hinman & Judith Cambell
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks than required. The
. property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Because it appears that no habitat protection areas will be affected and because impervious
surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback variance. Replacement
of trees removed in the course of construction should be required at the appropriate

ratio as determined by the County Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
7 v A7 \
: c’,é’/_/,z/—!(—dté (/mz‘ui'_ Lo S
LeeAfine Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA29-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 17, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0467-V, William Falk
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks than required.
The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

Because it appears that no habitat protection areas will be affected and because impervious
surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback variance. Vegetation
removed in the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
or /7
%U td (gl —
LeeArnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA26-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450

Ren Serey
Executive Director
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 17, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0466-V, Beatrice and Timothy Mowry
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks than required.
The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house, detached garage,

. concrete patio and driveway.

Very limited information was provided to this office for review. For example, how much
impervious surface currently exists and how much is proposed? From the site plan, it is difficult
to assess exactly what the addition is and why it needs a variance. Provided that impervious
surfaces are below the limit for a lot of this size, this office has no comment on the setback
variance. Vegetation that was removed in the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

‘)?LL .,(/WL C Y L (’(‘/K
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA25-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 - Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 19, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variances 2000-0454-V, Gates & Kimberly Carson

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicants are requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house and what
appears to be a detached garage.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this lot. Optimally, the new house would be sited
on the existing house footprint. However, it appears that the existing house is extremely close to
the road. The new location should maximize the distance from the shoreline while addressing
what may be a safety issue. No topographical information was provided so if steep slopes are an
issue, avoiding the slopes should also be a priority. If the variance is approved, mitigation
should be provided for new impervious surfaces within the Buffer at a 2:1 ratio and for all new
impervious surfaces outside of the Buffer at a 1:1 ratio in accordance with the County’s Buffer

Exemption Area rules. Priority areas for planting should be the Buffer and areas where existing
impervious is removed.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

: i 1
A A Clianefo
LeeApne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA10-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Marvland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 19, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 North Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Variance Case No. V-010002 (Narrows Point LLC & Magnum Enterprises)
Dear Ms. Krista-Maenhardt:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant 1s requesting a variance to expand a road within the shore buffer and the required 25-
foot building restriction line and to place more than 600 cubic yards of fill within the 100-year
floodplain. The property is 15.5 acres in size and is currently developed with a house and several
outbuildings.

Based on our discussions, I understand that the variance for the excessive fill will be reviewed by
the Department of Public Works. This letter is therefore specific only to the proposed road
widening within the shore buffer and the building restriction line. The information provided
pertaining to this variance is not adequate for a thorough review. The following issues should be
addressed prior to further consideration of this request:

1. A site plan should be provided which clearly shows the areas where the proposed road
widening will encroach upon the required setback, i.e., exactly where the variance is
necessary.

2. Once a clear and accurate site plan is provided, information pertaining to the exact square

footage of new impervious in the shore buffer and the setback should be provided.

(98]

How much of a variance is being requested? How close to the shoreline and edge of
wetlands is the road proposed? Given that there may be some non-tidal wetlands on site,
has a permit from the Maryland Department of the Environment been requested for the
new disturbance in the 25-foot non-tidal wetland buffer? Given the close proximity to

- Branch Oflice: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt

. January 19, 2001
Page 2

tidal waters and wetlands, where are the limits of disturbance? A tidal wetlands permit
may also be necessary.

4. Exactly how wide is the road proposed to be? The distance between the road and
shoreline and edge of tidal wetlands should be maximized. A variance from the required
road width may be appropriate in this case in order to minimize impacts.

5. A representative cross-section of the road should be provided. How will utilities be
installed and maintained?

6. How will runoff be handled? It appears that the road is within the IDA portion of the site;
therefore requiring a 10% pollutant reduction. Given that the proposed stormwater ponds
are quite a distance from the roadway, this issue should be addressed.

7. Are the shoreline areas adjacent to the road in a stable condition? Will installation of the
widened road exacerbate any existing problems?

Without the above information, it is not possible to evaluate whether or not the requested

‘ variance meets the strict standards set out in the County Zoning Ordinance. Particularly, it is not
clear that the requirements of Section 14-166 (6), (7), and (8) have been met. This office
therefore can not support the variance requested until further information is provided.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,
¥ SRR £ TR I
v
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Cathy Maxwell
QC20-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
January 22, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kenneth L. McLawhon, Town Manager
Town of Indian Head

4195 Indian Head Highway

Indian Head, MD 20640

RE: Ken Ammar - New survey, site plan analysis
Dear Mr. McLawhon:

I am writing to inform you of a brief discussion that I had on Friday, January 19, 20001 with Mr. Eric See
of See Environmental Services. As you are aware, he has been hired by Mr. Paul Zanecki on behalf of
Mr. Ammar to conduct an environmental analysis of Mr. Ammar’s property. We discussed the following:

1. He walked the site with Mr. Ammar on Saturday, January 13, 2001. While on site he made several
measurements which confirmed that the existing site plan is inaccurate.

2. He indicated that a surveyor has been hired to do a topographical survey such that the amount of
clearing within the Buffer to the stream could be quantified as well as the amount of clearing overall.

3. Iinformed him that Mr. Zanecki had requested that we provide Mr. See with a description of those
areas of the site that did not need to be surveyed in order to save Mr. Ammar some surveying costs. I told
him that we have not had time to put this information together yet.

4. T asked him if he would like us to provide this information and he said he did not think it was
necessary. Rather, the surveyor was instructed to provide accurate information along the length of the
driveway, including locating the stream and areas of clearing surrounding the house site. He stated that we
could wait for the results of the survey and then perhaps get together to discuss any issues of concem.

Unless you feel differently, Commission staff is comfortable with waiting to see the results of the survey
as Mr. See described. If you would still like to get together and outline those areas that do not need
surveying, [ am of course available to do so. If you have any questions regarding the above or the project
in general, please feel free to contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Slncerely,

Aﬁ/
Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Eric Blitz, Esq.

Paul Zanecki, Esq.
Andrew Stephenson, Esq.
IH105-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 22, 2001

Ms. Mary M. Leavell, Clerk
Board of Appeals

P.O. Box 2700

Annapolis, Maryland 21404

RE: Copies of Decisions on Critical Area Cases

Dear Ms. Leavell:

Several weeks ago, I spoke with your office to discuss a potential mechanism for the

Commission to automatically receive copies of decisions on cases located within the Critical

Area. ['understand that your distribution list is created using the sign-up sheet from the hearing.
Since we often do not attend the hearings and instead send a letter to County staff to be

. incorporated into their report, we do not receive a copy of the decision made in each case. In

talking to Debs, she suggested that I write to request any decisions we would like to see.

I am writing on behalf of the Critical Area Commission to request a copy of the decisions made
in the following cases:

BA69-00V - Steve Washington (Hearing held January 4, 2001)
BA54-00V - John Hubble, et al (Hearing held January 11, 2001)

Thank you for your assistance. If you have any questions or would like to discuss this matter
further, I can be reached at (410) 260-3477.

Smcerely,

2 "
!

i
Afw /ubz___s
Lee ne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 22, 2001

Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Morgan
Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Friel Lumber - Minor Site Plan
File #01-01-0004

Dear Ms. Hyer-Morgan:

. Thank you for providing information on the above referenced site plan. The applicant is
proposing to add a lumber storage warehouse to an existing lumber yard as well as construct
mini-storage facilities. The property includes a small portion of land within the Critical Area.
The Critical Area portion of the site is designated RCA.

Because no development is proposed within the Critical Area portion of the site, this office has
no comment on the site plan. If the proposal changes and includes disturbance within the Critical
Area, please forward those plans to this office for review.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

LeeA’r‘)'Ze Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC35-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0460-V, William H. Lee
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The

applicant is requesting a variance to permit an addition to an accessory structure with less

setbacks and Buffer than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed
‘ with a house, detached garage, concrete patio and two driveways.

Because the proposed addition will not create any additional impervious surface and no clearing
or impact to Habitat Protection Areas is proposed, this office does not oppose the variance
requested. (While the application states that a Buffer variance is necessary, it is not apparent
what type of buffer it is referring to.) If any vegetation is removed in the course of construction,
it should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAt/rﬁMC’;lAandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc:  AA22-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
January 22, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zonmg
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0472-V, Robert & Harriet Basseches
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer
than required. The property is designated RCA and is currently developed with a sprawling
house and extensive driveways.

The proposed addition will add 320 square feet of impervious coverage for a total of 5,002
square feet (or 5.9%) of this 1.935 acre lot. However, much of the lot is actually tidal wetlands.

‘ If the tidal wetlands are considered State tidal wetlands, they can not be included in the lot area.
If they are in fact State wetlands, the impervious coverage would be 17.7% which exceeds the
15% coverage permitted in the RCA. The wetlands should be analyzed to determine if they are
private or State wetlands. An impervious surface variance will also be necessary if they are State
wetlands.

If the wetlands are private and impervious surfaces are not an issue, this office does not oppose
the vanance requested. However, on page 2 of the Critical Area report under IIL A. - Proposed
Conditions, it states, "Construction of the proposed houses...". Is this an error or is the addition
creation of a second dwelling unit? Within the RCA, density is strictly limited to one dwelling
unit per 20 acres. If the variance is approved, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all
disturbance within the Buffer. The Buffer, between the house and the wetlands, should be a
priority location for the plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Slncerely

LeeAn e Cha.ndler
‘ Natural Resources Planner

ce. 8-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Varnance 2000-0470-V, Peter Rich
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a deck addition with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house and driveway.

It appears that this is an after-the-fact variance request and the deck is already built. It appears
that the house already had a deck and it has been enlarged. The new deck is quite extensive in
size. It appears that there may have been some disturbance to steep slopes as well. Is a steep
slope variance also necessary? Would it be possible to move the new stairs such that the
additional encroachment would be eliminated?

If this 1s not possible, because the additional Buffer encroachment is limited to three feet, this
office does not oppose the variance requested. However, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio
for all disturbance within the Buffer. The Buffer, between the house and the water, should be a
priority location for plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and

submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAré/(LZ:l:nLdler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA27-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450

Executive Director
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0465-V, Hannah Lieberman
‘Dear Mr. Dooley:

‘ Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house and driveway.

This office does not oppose the redevelopment of this lot. There are many non-conformities on
the lot and it appears that redevelopment would not be possible without a variance. Distance
from the shoreline should be maximized, while taking advantage of the existing house footprint.
It appears that the amount of impervious surface will decrease though it will still exceed
permitted amounts. Provided that appropriate sediment and erosion controls are utilized during
construction, this office does not oppose the variance requested. However, with only one tree on
the lot, afforestation to 15% should be required for redevelopment.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

Jar Chawollon

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA24-01
@

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0464-V, Matthew Lose
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant proposes to construct a single family dwelling that will require a variance to the buffer
and setback requirements. The site is currently undeveloped and contains a non-tidal wetland.

Provided the lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not object to the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. A letter of authorization from the Maryland Department of the
Environment Nontidal Wetlands Division must be acquired prior to development of the lot.
Impacts to the wetlands should be minimized to the greatest extent possible. In addition, because
the applicant is proposing to clear over 40% of the existing trees on site (according to the site
plan -- there is a discrepancy between the site plan and the Critical Area Report), this office
recommends 3:1 mitigation for the clearing in accordance with Section 1A-104(c)(5) of the Anne
Arundel County Zoning Ordinance. As much vegetation as possible should be replaced on site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission of the decision made in
this case.

Sincerely,
W Clanoldy,
LeeArne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA23-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD .21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 24, 2001

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer VIAFACSIMILE
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0419-V, Donald Morrissette - REVISED PLANS

Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

Thank you for faxing me the revised plan for the above referenced variance request. It appears
that the plans have been revised to comply with the 1993 variance approval on the same lot (i.e.,
providing an at-least 20 foot buffer between the house and property line). As required by the
previous decision, a planting plan should be provided for this area. The amount of impervious
surface is still above the minimum, though [ understand that the 1993 decision allowed 40%
imperviousness on several lots, including this one.

That being said, Commission staff is concerned about the absence of any deck or patio on the
water side of the dwelling. In the past year, we have seen several variance applications for decks
or patios, made necessary by the placement of the dwelling right at the established setback line.
Houses were built with second and third level sliding glass doors leading to nowhere. It was
being assumed that they could get yet another variance for a deck or patio. We find it difficult to
believe that there will be no decking or patio between this house and the water. Therefore, we
recommend that, if the variance is approved, it be conditioned on no further variance
applications, thus no further development on this lot.

Lastly, proposed disturbance on this lot exceeds 5,000 square feet. Stormwater management is
required by the County’s Stormwater Management Ordinance. No stormwater facilities appear
on the plans. Given the documented erosion problems in the vicinity of this lot, stormwater
management should be addressed.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the revised plans. Please include this letter in your file,
along with our previous comments, and submit them as part of the record for this variance. Also,
please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

. LC:aeAnk de chandlegl/\w“\
Natural Resources Planner

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
cc: AA624-00 (410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 29, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Special Exception 2001-0003-S, Nextel Communications
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced special exception application. The
applicant is requesting a special exception to permit a commercial telecommunications facility in
an OS District. The property is designated RCA and is currently developed with a church/camp
facility.

Because the proposed facility does not impact any Habitat Protection Areas and because
impervious surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the special exception.
However, please note, the proposal includes clearing of 0.088 acres of forest for installation of
the facility. Replacement of this forest at a 1:1 ratio is required by the County Zoning Ordinance
in Section 1A-104(c)(2). The property appears to have plenty of room such that this mitigation
can occur on site.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case. '

Sincerely,
‘;2\ 4 0y M(’\
LeeA.l\Z;éhw‘;ler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA49-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOQLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 -

Ren Serey
Executive Director
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 29, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance 2000-0473-V, Jeffrey Weber
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped. This office reviewed a
similar application on the same property in August, 1999. It is not readily apparent why a new
variance 1s necessary.

Provided these lots are properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on them. However, impacts should be minimized as much as possible. The
previous plans showed the dwelling primarily outside of the wetlands while the current plans
show approximately half of the house in the wetlands. It appears that impacts to the wetlands
could be further minimized by locating the house in its previous position. Also, over 50% of the
lot is proposed to be cleared. Some mitigation should be provided on-site to revegetate those
areas cleared for grading. Mitigation should occur at a 3:1 ratio in accordance with the Anne
Arundel County Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA443-99

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 29, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Anthony Drummond- Minor Site Plan
File #MISP 04-01-01-009(c)

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

. Thank you for providing information on the above referenced site plan. The applicant is
proposing to convert an existing residence into a graphic design office with associated access and
parking improvements. The property is 0.86 acres in size and is designated LDA.

With the proposed level of imperviousness below 15% and with the proposed 15% afforestation,

it appears that the project is consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program. This office
has no Critical Area issues of concern at this time.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide additional information if there are
changes to the proposal which will affect Critical Area resources.

Sincerely,

ne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: QC42-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601-
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 31, 2001

Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Mogan
Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Fellows, Helfenbein & Newman Funeral Home - Minor Site Plan
MISP 04-01-01-0007(c)

Dear Ms. Hyer-Morgan:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced minor site plan. The applicant is
proposing to construct an addition to an existing funeral home and reconfigure the parking lot. The
property is designated LDA and 1s 0.943 acres in size. The applicant received a variance from the
County Board of Appeals to exceed the 15% impervious surface limit.

It does not appear that any Habitat Protection Areas will be affected by the proposal. It appears that the
site has at least 15% tree coverage and with the approved variance, impervious surfaces are not an
issue. We would like to note that if any further expansion is requested in the future, we recommend
that the applicant apply for growth allocation to change the property’s designation to IDA. There are
no impervious surface limits in the IDA and stormwater management is required. Also, given the soils
on this site and the excessive imperviousness, will the expansion exacerbate any existing stormwater

problems? It may be appropriate to retrofit the parking lot and building with some type of stormwater
management facility.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If changes are made to the project as proposed, please
forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concemning these
comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

LeeA’nne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC496-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND ‘
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 31, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Grasonville Station, LLC - Final Site Plan - Revision #2
MASP 05-0010-0008(c)

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing Revision #2 of the above referenced site plan. The applicant is proposing to
' combine four (4) lots of a recently approved commercial subdivision and construct two commercial
buildings and associated improvements. The site is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

It does not appear that this revision has had any effect on the proposal as it related to Critical Area
requirements or resources. We have no further comments at this time. However, if this proposal is
moving towards the official request for growth allocation, we encourage the County to send us the 10%
pollutant reduction calculations and plans for the stormwater management pond as soon as possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If changes are made to the project as proposed, please
forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these
comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,
ﬁu v, é/éﬂ.ww 1)
ne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cC: QC559-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 31, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0006-V, Christine Hubbard
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a deck addition with less Buffer than required. The
property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family dwelling and
driveway.

This office often does not oppose decks of reasonable size. The proposed deck will total 606
square feet in size, which is quite extensive. It appears that it could be reduced in size. Also,
while the Critical Area report mentions that adjacent homes have waterfront decks, information
on their proximity to the water was not provided. Provided that impacts are minimized, this
office does not oppose a deck of reasonable size on this property. However, it is not apparent
why it is necessary to disturb- 1,755 square feet of the Buffer in order to install the deck.
Disturbance should be further minimized.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

Ao Chamdlen

LeeAfane Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

ccC: AAS50-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 31, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0009-V, Russell Scholl
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit dwelling additions with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family
dwelling and driveway.

Because it appears that the proposed additions are not within the 100-foot Buffer from Herring
Bayj, this office does not oppose the variances requested. (It is not apparent what Buffer variance
is necessary.) Information was not provided as to the existing topography of the site nor what
type of vegetation exists. Provided that there are not expanded Buffer issues (for slopes),
mitigation should be provided at a 1:1 ratio for all vegetation removed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision

made in this case.

LeeAnfe Chandler :
Natural Resources Planner

Sincerely,

cc: AAS52-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450

Ren Serey
Executive Director
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Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 . Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 2, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Narrows Point - Concept Plan, #CP 05-0011-0003
Revision #1

Dear Ms. Maenhardt:

This office has received the revised plans for the above referenced Concept Plan. The applicants
propose a 38 unit planned residential development on a 15.52 acre site. The site is currently

‘ developed with one dwelling. The proposal calls for 38 duplex units (19 buildings), with parking
and stormwater management. As you are aware, we met on site in early January to walk the site,
look at existing conditions and highlight any areas of concern. At the end of the meeting, Tom
Davis of McCrone, Inc. stated that the wetland flags would be surveyed and a new site plan
prepared. After a new site plan was prepared, another meeting would be held to discuss any
issues of concern. These comments are based on the revised site plan submitted to the County on
January 3, 2001, notwithstanding the new information that may be forthcoming shortly.

1. The site plan has been revised to reflect the split Critical Area designation on this
property. Impervious surface coverage within the LDA portion of the site is proposed to
be approximately 14%, below the 15% limit. The IDA/LDA line should be verified using
the County’s map to ensure accuracy. Sheet 1, under "Site Statistics", should be
corrected to state that the site has a split designation. The development within the LDA
portion of the site will involve significant disturbance to slopes of 15% or greater. I
understand that this issue may be addressed through the local variance process.

2. Our office remains concerned about the intensiveness of the proposed development of
this property and the extensive Buffer intrusion. As stated previously, while the property
has been designated a Buffer Exemption Area (BEA), development within a BEA is
limited by the County’s BEA regulations at §14-153(d) of the County Code. These

‘ regulations include provisions which require a property owner to avoid developing within

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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the BEA unless the Planning Director finds that there is no feasible alternative and that
the intrusion into the Buffer is the least necessary (§14-153 (d)(1)) [emphasis added].
The letter of explanation provided with the revised site plan states that the buffer
intrusion proposed is the least necessary "to accomplish the project as presented" and
""to the unit count and intensity proposed.” The intensity of the proposal is the
problem. Fewer units would allow more flexibility in the layout of the development and
would significantly reduce the Buffer intrusion. The fact that 124 units would be
permitted by the WVC district is somewhat irrelevant. The sensitive features of the site
and its partial LDA designation limit the development potential.

3. While it was discussed at the December 20" STAC meeting, the site plan still shows
decks on some units and not on others, with some units sited right up to the 50-foot
Buffer line. Again, fewer units would allow greater flexibility of design, such that all
units could potentially have decks, entirely outside of the 50-foot Buffer. It is
unreasonable to assume that variances will not be sought in the future for decks
waterward of the 50-foot setback. This issue should be addressed and resolved at the
concept plan stage.

4, The road (in the vicinity of units 23 to 29) is still located within the 50-foot Buffer. All

' new development activity, including the new road, should be located outside of the 50-
foot Buffer. There is a span of 80 feet outside of the 50-foot Buffer where the road could
be located. (This situation is different than where the existing driveway is within the 50-
foot Buffer because there is no room out of the Buffer.) The proposal should be
redesigned to move the new road out of the minimum 50-foot Buffer. This office
understands that the variance requested is for the expansion of the existing road within
the 25-foot yard setback and is not for the new road in the 50-foot shore Buffer. We
oppose the new road in the 50-foot shore Buffer. There are obvious alternatives to the
location of the road which would still allow significant development on the site.
Achieving maximum build-out when alternatives are available does not meet the spirit
and intent of the Critical Area Law.

5. The slopes of 15% or greater are not appropriately identified on the site plan. While we
recognize that the slopes were created by human activities, it is likely that they are now in
a stable condition. The County Code in §18-1-080 states that "Steep slopes of 15% grade
or higher may not be disturbed by development activities." The slopes are also in the
Buffer and Buffer expansion should be required. We understand that the applicant has
requested a determination as to whether a variance is required to allow development and
disturbance to the steep slopes. Without the steep slopes being shown on the site plan
and subsequently, the proposed disturbance to steep slopes, it is impossible to comment

' on such a variance request.



Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
February 2, 2001
Page 3

6. When available, please forward revised plans showing the surveyed wetland (tidal and
non-tidal) boundaries to this office for further review.

7. As stated in previous comments, this office has recently reviewed information regarding
dredging at Mears Point Marina. The dredging proposal includes expanding the marina
basin by excavating an additional 1853 square foot area of upland from the Narrows Point
property. This area of upland is Critical Area Buffer. It is still not shown on the site
plans provided. Excavation of the Buffer is not permitted unless a new Buffer can be
provided, regardless of Buffer-Exempt status.

8. Quantified information on proposed clearing and grading should be provided. Clearing
of existing natural vegetation in the Buffer is not permitted. All limits of disturbance
must be shown on the site plan and should be included in the calculation of Buffer
impacts for mitigation purposes. Iunderstand that the applicant has applied for a
variance from the Department of Public Works for filling more than 600 cubic feet within
a floodplain. How much fill is proposed?

9. It 1s our understanding that the County requires all mitigation to be met on site on
properties that are designated BEA and are located in the Waterfront Village zoning
district. It is not apparent that there is adequate upland acreage available to meet the
mitigation requirement on site, especially if there is some existing natural vegetation. We
recommend that a planting plan be prepared that shows the required mitigation on site.

10.  We recommend that the County require mitigation for impacts to the Buffer from the
proposed stormwater management facilities. In addition, Sheet 1 shows calculation of
Buffer mitigation based on new impervious surface within the 100-foot Buffer. In the
areas of steep slopes, mitigation should be based upon new impervious surfaces within
the 100-foot Buffer plus any expansion necessary for steep slopes. This will increase the
total mitigation. This then relates to the concern expressed in comment 9 above.

11 Inorder to further minimize impervious surfaces, we recommend that the parking be
reduced to the minimum required by the County code. As proposed, there are 98 parking
places MORE than required. This is not minimizing impacts to the Buffer or minimizing
impervious surfaces. Over 4 parking places for each unit is excessive. Also, the parking
calculation on Sheet 1 still shows a total of 124 spaces provided. This should be
corrected.

12.  The waters surrounding the subject property are historic waterfowl staging and
concentration areas. How will this Habitat Protection Area be protected? Are any water-
dependent facilities (i.e, community pier) proposed? While the subject property is
Buffer-Exempt and is made up of dredge spoils, it still appears as a natural shoreline from
the water. Any conversion to residential lawn will have a negative effect from a habitat
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Page 4

standpoint. The letter accompanying the revised plan from McCrone states that the
majority of the mitigation will be placed on the marina side of the property to screen out
the noise of the marina. While this serves one purpose, the Buffer is supposed to provide
for water quality and habitat protection on all sides of the property. A natural Buffer
should be provided to screen the HPA from the proposed development of the site. How is
this being addressed?

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the revised plans. I will not be able to
attend the February 7, 2001 STAC meeting due to the Commission’s scheduled monthly

meeting. If you have any questions or concerns regarding these comments, please contact me at
(410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

LM«MUMM

e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC594-00
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 5, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2000-0468-C, Wright Investment Group

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced request for Critical Area reclassification.
The applicant is requesting a reclassification that would remove 2.5 acres of land from the Critical Area.
Currently, the property 1s designated RCA.

In 1995, the owner of a neighboring property pursued a reclassification to remove 1.15 from the Critical
Area. Itis my understanding that the reclassification was approved by the Administrative Hearing Officer
and then the map change was submitted to the Critical Area Commission as an amendment to the County’s
Critical Area Program. The finding that a drafting error had occurred on the part of the County during the
original Critical Area mapping was the primary reason for the reclassification. The Critical Area
Commission approved the amendment based on the documented mapping mistake.

The property currently in question is similarly affected by the same drafting error. This office does not
oppose the reclassification. However, we do note, that such a reclassification does not become official
until a formal map amendment is submitted to and reviewed and approved by the Critical Area
Commission. (The previous map amendment was specific to the Enyart property only.) Commission staff
is available to assist the County and/or the applicant as needed. The contact person for the map
amendment is Ms. Lisa Hoerger and she may be reached at (410) 260-3478.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as part of the
record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

7 » )
hﬁa ,@ute 4 /rw/u@[&@
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: David M. Plott, Esq.
Ms. Elinor Gawel
Ms. Lisa Hoerger

AA43-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamory Lane, Euston, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY POR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Chairman Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
February 5, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2000-0479-V, John McGovern
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and on steep slopes.
The property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized, and the variance requested the minimum tp
provide relief. It is constrained by slopes of 15% or greater over much of the lot and it appears
that 1t could not be developed without a variance. The house has been sited close to the front
property line to line it up with adjacent homes. However, its footprint does appear quite larger
than neighboring homes and impacts would be lessened by a reduced footprint. While the
Critical Area report states that stormwater will be addressed during the building permit stage,
where would such a facility be placed? Will it create even more impact on the steep slopes?
Why is it necessary to grade 20 feet beyond the end of the house? How will the water and sewer
pipes be installed? We recommend directional drilling if possible to reduce disturbance to
existing vegetation. An effort should be made to further reduce clearing as the soils on this site
are steep and prone to erosion when cleared of existing forest vegetation. Impacts should be
further minimized. As proposed, reforestation is required at a 3:1 ratio for clearing over 30% of
the site. At least some of this mitigation should be replaced on site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

o e Lhand i
Adeduie Changd (s
.

LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA45-01
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
February 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2000-0482-V, Francisco Flores

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks
and Buffer than required. The property is designated LDA and is-currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. It is severely constrained by the Buffer to the adjacent tidal wetlands and
it does not appear that it could be developed without a variance. That being said, impacts should
be minimized as much as possible. The home is not overly large, but we recommend that it be
placed closer to the road than proposed (perhaps a BRL of 20 feet instead of 25 feet). Also, there
1s no deck proposed. All proposed development should be included in this request such that an
additional variance to intrude even further into the Buffer would be unnecessary. Also, the lot
includes an area of tidal wetlands. Are these State tidal wetlands or private wetlands? This
should be clarified because State tidal wetlands can not be included in the lot area for purposes of
calculating impervious coverage. An impervious surface variance may also be necessary. As
many trees as possible should be preserved. Currently 75% of the lot is proposed to be disturbed.
We recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision

made in this case.

Sincerely,

- ’] 7 A 4 ]
‘.}' sk .., /l /o4 ‘é_‘j" P
/}:’";,d fld LA L L
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA46-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

410) 260- : _
February 2, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 North Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Variance Case No. V-010002 (Narrows Point LLC & Magnum Enterprises)
FURTHER COMMENTS (based on revised application)

Dear Ms. Krista-Maenhardt:

This office has been provided with a revised variance application which includes a request for "a
determination as to whether a variance is required to allow development and/or disturbance of existing
steep slopes artificially created by dredged spoils." We would like to provide comments in regard to this
issue and also to clarify our position on the variance for the road.

As stated in our comments on the revised Narrows Point site plan, the location and extent of slopes of
15% or greater, along with the limits of disturbance on those slopes, must be shown on the site plan.
Without this information, it is not possible to comment on the variance request (or whether or not a
variance should be necessary).

Also, the letter which accompanied the revised site plan for Narrows Point responded to our concern
about the new road within the 50-foot shore Buffer (in the vicinity of units 23 through 29) by stating that
the applicant has requested a variance for construction of the road within the shore buffer and setbacks
from tidal waters. We have previously discussed this issue and you have indicated that the variance is
actually for the expansion of the existing road within the required 25-foot building restriction line and
that the new road in the 50-foot Buffer would be addressed through the site plan review process. I
wanted to emphasize again that new development activity, including the new road, should be located
outside of the 50-foot Buffer. There is a span of 80 feet outside of the 50-foot Buffer where the road
could be located. (This situation is different than where the existing driveway is within the 50-foot
Buffer because there is no room out of the Buffer.) There is no hardship related to the new road in the
50-foot Buffer because there is an alternative location. The proposal should be redesigned to move the
new road out of the minimum 50-foot Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit further comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it (along with our previous comments) as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify
the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

; A i TN
7{,&’/#%'. ’2@//!] ),
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc Cathy Maxwell

QC20-01
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 8, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0011-V, Henry Hirsch
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit an accessory structure with less setbacks than
required. The property is designated LDA and is being developed with a new house (to replace
an old house). It also contains an existing barn, and several attached and detached accessory
structures. '

Because there are no habitat protection areas affected by the proposal and because impervious
surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback variance. Vegetation
removed in the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

2 ) ir
/ Mﬂ.xw Cku, ", LL<\
YeeAnhe Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA64-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 8, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0012-V, Todd Croteau
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
‘ applicant is requesting a variance to permit an accessory structure in the front yard and with less
setbacks than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house.

Because there are no habitat protection areas affected by the proposal and because impervious

surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback or yard variance. Vegetation
removed 1n the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely, m
/{%mu @/La/x 5U-Lu
LeeAXnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA65-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 .Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 8, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0014-V, Harold and Alison Whitacre
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
‘ applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks than required.
The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house.

- Because there are no habitat protection areas affected by the proposal and because impervious
surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback ya&d variance. Vegetation
removed in the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

. D.‘f .

%\,u il hwn Al g

. —
LeeAnuZ‘;

handler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA66-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 8, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0016-V, Cherie and Steve Yelton
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
‘ applicant is requesting a variance to permit a shed and deck with less setbacks than required.
The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house and parking area.

Because there are no habitat protection areas affected by the proposal and because impervious
surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback variance. Vegetation
removed in the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

k%("dé /\/‘t’”% ct L -1,-"{(,.(/(/‘;\
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA68-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 8, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0019-V, Severn Associates
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
. applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks than required. The
property 1s designated IDA and is currently developed with a house and driveway. The existing
house will be removed and replaced with a new house with less setbacks.

Because there are no habitat protection issues, this office has no comment on the setback
variance. The lot is designated IDA and therefore requires the 10% pollutant reduction .

rules to be addressed upon redevelopment. Usually,.on lots of this size, plantings are sufficient
to meet this requirement. The Buffer, between the house and the water, should be a priority
location for the plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

;j&te /k il (! e
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA70-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 8, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0010-V, Schoolers Pond Property Owners Association

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The

applicant is requesting a variance to permit a community recreational pier with less road frontage
than required.

Because it appears that there will be no impacts above mean high water, this office has no
comment on the road frontage variance request. Any approvals should be conditioned on final
pier permit approval from the Maryland Department of the Environment.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

Yo 1

{%@i /J(‘,LM (,ZULL(_[&A\
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA63-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 - Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 9, 2001 -

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0028-V, Ken Ferguson
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks than required.
The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house, two sheds and parking
area. One of the sheds is proposed to be removed.

Because there are no habitat protection areas affected by the proposal and because impervious
surfaces are not an issue, this office has no comment on the setback variance. The area of the
existing shed that will be removed should be revegetated to ensure perviousness.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA79-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
February 9, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2000-0484-V, Ivory Tucker
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with disturbance to steep slopes. The
property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized, and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. It is constrained by slopes of 15% or greater over much of the lot and it appears
that it could not be developed without a variance. However, it seems that there is opportunity to
reduce the intrusion on steep slopes by shifting the house closer to the southem property line.
Also, according to the information we have on distance requirements between structures and
septic areas, it appears that the drain fields could be placed as close as 9 feet apart. Doing so
would allow all disturbance and the dwelling to be shifted closer to the road, again reducing
overall impacts to the site and to steep slopes. This would also reduce impervious surfaces,
allowing the stormwater facility to be made smaller than the current 1,680 square foot structure.
As proposed, over 30% of the site will be cleared and reforestation is required at a 3:1 ratio. It
appears that there are opportunities to reduce impacts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

fuepot Chasdlen

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA47-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 9, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0475-V, New Deale Beach Project Inc.

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated RCA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single

‘ family dwelling on it. However, impacts must be minimized and the variance requested the
minimum to provide relief. As proposed, it does not appear that impacts have been minimized.
The proposed house has a footprint exceeding 3000 square feet and it is sited wholly within the
100-foot Buffer and extremely close to the edge of tidal wetlands. There is no reason that the
house can not be placed at the front building restriction line to help reduce impacts to the Buffer.
The house is sited on a dead -end road with only three houses beyond it so traffic is not an issue.
Also, the house is in a neighborhood of mixed housing styles and sizes. This office recommends
that the footprint of the dwelling be redesigned and reduced in size to minimize Buffer intrusion.
The variance requested is clearly not the minimum to provide relief. Lastly, we recommend that
any approval be conditioned on mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance within the Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Smcerely, & Mﬂ[j‘b@

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA44-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 14, 2001 VIA FACSIMILE

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0459-V, Charles Petrone - COMMENTS ON REVISED PLANS
Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

This office has received the revised site plan and Buffer Management Plan for the above

‘ referenced variance request. The revised site plan has eliminated the 12-foot wide cleared and
graded access to the shoreline. It has also eliminated some of the extraneous grading behind the
house. However, the square footage of grading has not been quantified. This should be clarified
in order to determine square footage of clearing and to ensure accurate mitigation totals. It
appears that the amount of clearing on the lot still exceeds 30%. The Zoning Ordinance requires
mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for clearing over 30% of the lot. The Buffer Management Plan includes
approximately 8300 square feet of plantings. There is still a deficit of 1528 square feet of
plantings (based on clearing 3276 square feet, i.e., existing woodland minus remaining
woodland) that should be addressed. The Buffer Management Plan contains a majority of
shrubs, many of them ornamentals. We recommend that more native trees be used. As trees
carry more credit than shrubs, the 3:1 mitigation requirement could potentially be met entirely on
site.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the revised plans. Please include this letter (as well as
our previous letter) in your file and submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please
notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

ﬁu e (Mhandlis

LeeAnre Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc. AA11-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 15, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 North Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Variance Case No. V-010002 (Narrows Point LLC & Magnum Enterprises)

Dear Ms. Maenhardt:

This office has received the revised, more detailed site plan for the above referenced variance
application. The applicants are requesting a variance to widen an existing road within the
required 25-foot yard setback from tidal waters. Specifically, according to the letter
accompanying the site plan, there will be 16,730 square feet of additional impervious cover
within the 25-foot setback. (Please note, the site plan states that this number includes both
disturbance and increased impervious cover so this should be clarified.) According to the letter,
the new impervious will be as close as 14 feet from tidal waters.

It is not apparent that the newest site plan was prepared based on the flagged wetlands in the
field. When we visited the site in mid-January, the representative of McCrone indicated that a
new site plan would be prepared once the flagged wetlands were surveyed. While the areas of
new impervious are indicated on the site plan, the edge of wetlands and limits of disturbance are
not clearly shown (especially on the southern end of sheet 4). This issue is being raised because
it appears that permits may be needed for the road from the Maryland Department of the
Environment for either direct tidal or non-tidal wetland disturbance or non-tidal wetland buffer
disturbance.

While we were on site, we also discussed (with the applicants and their consultants) possible
opportunities for reducing the road width to minimize disturbance and maximize the distances
from the wetlands and shorelines. The plans provided show a standard 24-foot road width. We
recommend that the applicants pursue modifications in the road width to reduce disturbance and
minimize the variance requested.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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This office does not oppose the variance requested, provided that: all impervious coverage
associated with the road be included in the 10% calculations for the entire project; mitigation for
all disturbance associated with the road be included in the totals for the entire project; the
applicant pursue opportunities to reduce the road width; and that the approval, if granted, be

conditioned on approval of any necessary permits from the Maryland Department of the
Environment.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as

part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Siﬁcerely,

pupue Ondle

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Cathy Maxwell
QC20-01




AN s g5
Judge John C. North, II Nl ) Ren Serey
Chairman QY Executive Director

| STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA CONHVHSSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 16, 2001

Mr. Kenneth L. McLawhon, Town Manager
Town of Indian Head

4195 Indian Head Highway

Indian Head, MD 20640

RE: Critical Area Program and Ordinance Update
Dear Mr. McLawhon:

At the February 7, 2001 Critical Area Commission meeting, the Commission voted to approve
the Town’s new Critical Area Program with one (1) condition. The condition is that the Town
must provide a revised official Critical Area map. This map should have the approval of the
Town Council and be kept in the Town office as the official Critical Area map. A signed copy
should be provided to this office for our files as well. T have been in contact with Mr. Anthony
Redman of Redman Johnson Associates, indicating that a new map should be prepared and sent
to our office for review. After review by Commission staff, I will forward this map to the Town
for official approval.

Given that the entire new Zoning Ordinance became effective on October 17, 2000, the Critical
Area section has received its final approval from the Commission and is effective immediately.
Thank you for your kind assistance in completing the Comprehensive Review. If you have any
questions or concerns about this matter, feel free to contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

%WWCMAM\

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Anthony Redman, RJA
THA-3

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
February 16, 2001

Mr. Rick Dwyer

Salisbury/Wicomico County

Dept. of Planning, Zoning & Community Development
P.O. Box 870

Salisbury, Maryland 21803

RE: Special Critical Area Project
Dear Rick:

At the end of January, a letter was sent to all of the Critical Area local jurisdictions explaining
some changes to the upcoming Critical Area grants for FY 2002. One aspect of the letter
described an opportunity to apply for additional funds for special projects in FY 2002.
Submissions are being accepted until February 27, 2001 and should contain a detailed
description of the special project, who will accomplish the project, a timeline for completion and
a detailed cost estimate.

I am writing to encourage the County to apply for some additional funds. for the purpose of
drafting, designing and publishing a booklet or brochure for property owners and permit
applicants within the Critical Area. Such a brochure could be handed to every applicant and
could contain all needed information on the County’s Critical Area requirements. I am also
offering my assistance in the drafting and design of such a brochure. I have enclosed three
brochures from other Counties which can serve as examples. Given that the Comprehensive
Review process 1s moving along and by October, when the grant would begin, the new Program
and ordinance amendments would have been adopted (or close to it), it seems an ideal time to
design and publish a new public education document.

The deadline for grant applications for these special projects is in less than two weeks. I will
contact you in the near future to discuss this matter further. I would be happy to meet with you
to assist with preparation of the grant application.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: David Nutter (w/o enc.)

: Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
Frank McKenzie (W/O ;4?0) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 20, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Grasonville Station, LLC - Growth Allocation Petition
GA 05-01-01

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing information pertaining to the growth allocation petition for the Grasonville

Station commercial subdivision. This office has reviewed the project through the various stages of site

plan review to date. We understand that the next step is for the Planning Commission to consider the
. growth allocation request and to hold a public hearing.

Commission staff has reviewed the information provided. While not specified in the petition, the
acreage of growth allocation requested appears to be 5.0103 acres (the entire Critical Area portion of
the parcel) according to the subdivision plan. It appears that the project lies within an area pre-mapped
for growth allocation and is adjacent to existing IDA. Locating the growth allocation on this property
appears to be consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

However, with regard to the specific project, this office is unable to conclude that the proposed project
is consistent with IDA requirements. No information has been provided which demonstrates that the
10% rule has been addressed. As indicated in the numerous previous letters this office has submitted
regarding this project, the plans and calculations for the stormwater pond should be provided to this
office for review. This office can not accept any formal request for Commission review and approval
of growth allocation for this project without this information.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions concerning these comments,
please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

J ) i
%\u_ /jauuL C,éutu‘u&q
LeeAnne Chandler
‘ Natural Resources Planner

: 559-
ce QC 9-00 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 21, 2001

The Honorable Murray D. Levy, President
County Commissioners of Charles County
P.O. Box 2150

La Plata, Maryland 20646

RE: Critical Area Program and Ordinance Update
Dear President Levy:

At 1ts regularly scheduled meeting of February 7, 2001, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission
approved the Charles County Critical Area Program and Ordinance update with conditions. The Program
document was approved without conditions. The Ordinance Text Amendments were approved with 11
conditions. These conditions had been previously discussed with County Planning staff and, for the most
part, had been incorporated into a new draft document that was provided to Commission staff at the
meeting. The conditions are as follows:

1. Section 131(a)i.b. [page 146] is inconsistent with the State Criteria in regard to Water-
Dependent Facilities in allowing new or expanded industrial facilities in the LDZ or RCZ.
Section to be revised as follows (add language in italics, delete language in strikeont):

1. New buildings, structures, activities, and facilities permitted in the underlying base zones shall be

prohibited within the Buffer except for the following:

a.

b. New, expanded or redeveloped industrial or port-related facilities and the replacement of these
Jacilities where permitted in the IDZ only where designated as Buffer Exempt.

New commercial marinas and other related commercial-and-industrial maritime facilities where
permitted in the IDZ and LDZ, provided that non-water-dependent uses and activities are not
located in the Buffer; and expansion of existing commercial marinas-and-etherrelated-commeretal
andrdustriab-maritime in the RCZ, provided sufficient demonstration that the expansion will
result in an overall net improvement in water quality at or leaving the site of the marina. While -
proposed water-dependent uses shall be reviewed on a case by case basis by the Planning
Division, Figure VIII-1 generally distinguishes those water-dependent facilities which may be
permitted in the Critical Area (depending on the zone), within and outside of the Buffer.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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2. Section 131(c)iii. [page 151] is not wholly consistent with the Commission’s new policy for
residential BEAs. Language to be added in italics:

ui. Development and redevelopment rules. For all new development and redevelopment
activities, applicants must demonstrate that the distance between the new development and the
mean high water line has been maximized. In no case shall new development or redevelopment be
located less than 25 feet from the water (or the edge of tidal wetlands). The following rules also

apply:...

Also - added after G. on page 152:

H Variances to local setback requirements should be considered before additional intrusion
into the Buffer.

L BEA designation shall not be used to facilitate the filling of tidal wetlands that are
contiguous to the Buffer to create additional buildable land for new development or
redevelopment.

3. Section 131(c)iii.b.[page 151] - The last sentence contains an incorrect reference. It should
read "...shall be offset as described in Subsection 131 (¢)(iv) below."

4, Section 132 (d)iii. [page 156] - The word "unless" shall be replaced with "and only after."

5. Section 132 (d)v. [page 157] - There is no definition for either ""sand and gravel operation"”
or "surface mining" and they seem to be used interchangeably. The following definition will
be added to the definition section (Section 128).

Surface Mining or Sand and Gravel Operation. The breaking of the surface soil in order to extract or
remove minerals in the Critical Area; any activity or process constituting all or part of the process for the
extraction or removal of minerals from their original location in the Critical Area; and the extraction of
sand, gravel, rock, stone, earth, or fill from borrow pits for highway construction purposes or other public
Jacilities. Surface mining also means operations engaged in processing materials at the site of extraction;
removal of overburden and mining of limited amounts of any material when done for the purpose of
prospecting and, o the extent necessary, to determine the location, quantity, or quality of any natural
deposit; and mining operations, if the affected land exceeds one acre or more in area.

Please note, with regard to condition number five, the Commission understands that the County is
considering amendments to their County-wide minimum standards for Mining Special Exceptions
(on-going Zoning Text Amendment #00-49). The above definition may be replaced, if desired, by a
new definition upon approval of the proposed Zoning Text Amendment.

6. Section 132(g)iii.[page 160] - First sentence shall read '"Roads, bridges and utilities serving
development shall be so located, designed, constructed, and maintained so as to provide
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maximum erosion protection and minimize negative impacts to wildlife, aquatic life and their
habitats and to maintain hydrologic processes and water quality. "

7. Section 132 (g)iv. [page 160] - The following shall be added to partb. "and reduce increases
in flood frequency and severity that are attributable to development.'

8. Section 132(g)v. [page 160] - Part a shall remain unchanged, i.e., keep ""reduce' and delete
"LIMI"IH'.
9. Section 132(g)vii.e.2. [page 161] - The last sentence contains an incorrect reference. It should

read "Replacement of cleared area shall be done in accordance with Section 132(e)."

10. Section 132(g)viii. [page 162] - This section shall read, "Development on slopes of 15% or
greater shall be prohibited."

11. Section 130(a)iii. [page 144] - This section contains an incorrect reference. The second
sentence should read, '"At a minimum, development on lots created prior to June 1, 1984,

shall comply with the provisions of Section 132." (Reference to Section 132 (a) should be
corrected.)

The Commission’s approval does not include the proposed changes to Section 132(d) regarding uses
permissible in the RCZ. At the suggestion of the Commission’s Chairman and the formal request of the
County, the RCZ uses section has been placed on hold pending a meeting. The approval also does not
include several minor changes (arising from staff discussions and concems expressed by the public) made
to the Program and Ordinance text amendments by County staff which the County Commissioners have
not yet approved. If these minor changes are approved by the County Commissioners, they may be
brought back to the Commission as a refinement to the County’s Program.

Pursuant to Natural Resources Article 8-1809(0)(2), Annotated Code of Maryland, as amended, the
County shall, within 120 days of receipt of this letter, incorporate the approved program and ordinance
amendments into its adopted Program.

Smcerely,

I}
Ehuu’ t UMU
Lee Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Steve Magoon
Zakary Krebek
Kevin Vienneau
Karen Wiggen
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 22, 2001

Ms. Lisa Collison

Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 North Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Subdivision, File #04-01-02-0007-C (Eastern Shore Genesis, LLC)

Dear Ms. Collison:

‘ Thank you for providing information on the above referenced subdivision. A lot line adjustment
is proposed to reconfigure existing parcels to support the expansion of an existing funeral home.
This office previously commented on the minor site plan detailing the expansion of the funeral

home. Please refer to our letter of January 31, 2001 for comments on the project. With regard to
this subdivision, we have no comments at this time.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide additional information if there are
changes which will affect Critical Area resources.

Sincerelf ,

A Y @(mﬁuu: MCR
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC88-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 22, 2001

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0256-V, Dorothy Butz
Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:
This office would like to comment on the above referenced variance case, which is scheduled to

be heard by the Anne Arundel County Board of Appeals on Thursday, February 22, 2001. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a detached deck with less setbacks and Buffer and

with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated IDA and is currently developed with
a house, deck, pool, and driveway. Based on the information provided and a site visit conducted
February 21, 2001, this office can not support the variance requested.

There is nothing unique about the property. The subject property already is developed with a
pool and associated deck. The property also contains three (3) sheds (which do not appear on the
site plan), all located within the Buffer. The applicant already has more than reasonable use of
the property, including a deck. There is no unwarranted hardship in this case. The proposed use
is already provided for in the existing deck. In addition to the existing deck, there appears to be a
nice level lawn area near the water that can be used for relaxation or other purposes.

The proposed deck would be perched over very steep slopes, causing unnecessary disturbance
and would likely lead to the dying off of existing slope vegetation. Removal of slope vegetation
could lead to future erosion problems. The Buffer on this property is already heavily impacted
by existing structures. Allowing yet another in the Buffer and on steep slopes, would be contrary
to the spirit and intent of the Critical Area Program. While there may be other non-conforming
or even illegal structures in the Buffer in the neighborhood, this is not justification for allowing
further unnecessary disturbance in the Buffer. If necessary, the County should pursue the illegal
structures as violations of the Critical Area Program.

Again, because the applicant can not generally meet the variance standards and because there is
no unwarranted hardship in this case, this office opposes the variance requested.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the Board of Appeals record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in
writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA381-00

In accordance with Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article, Annotated Code of
Maryland, §10-204, this is a true copy of a public record of the Chesapeake Bay
Critical Area Commission. /

{ _"" = . o= - .
Lustodian of Record
/
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
Februa.ry 26, 2001

Mr. Rob Pearce, RLA

District #1 Office

PO Box 2679

Salisbury, Maryland 21802-2679

RE: Planting Agreement and Landscape Plan for MD 347
Dear Mr. Pearce:

Thank you for providing the completed "Planting Agreement for State Projects" form for the
proposed improvements on MD 347 in Quantico, Wicomico County. I have reviewed the form,
along with the revised Landscape Plan, and it appears that the revised plan is consistent with our
discussion (regarding use of only native species to satisfy the Critical Area mitigation
requirement). These plans satisfy the two conditions of approval regarding mitigation for this
project.

The planting date referenced on the planting agreement is 2001. I am assuming that project
construction will begin this summer with the planting occurring some time this fall. I will follow
up with a site visit once the mitigation plantings are complete.

Thank you for your assistance with this project. If you have any questions or if the plans change
significantly, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

i -
jﬁu’mu uny li |
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Glenn Marschke, WMA
Sharon Alderton, SHA
SHA33-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 26, 2001 VIA FACSIMILE

Ms. Pam Miley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0472-V, Robert & Harriet Basseches - REVISED COMMENTS

Dear Ms. Miley:

This office has received the revised information on the above referenced variance request. The
size of the proposed addition has increased from 16 feet by 20 feet to 20 feet by 24 feet. A porch
has been added to the plans as well. The applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling
addition with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The property is designated RCA and is
currently developed with a sprawling house and extensive driveways.

The proposed additions will add 567 square feet of impervious coverage for a total of 5,249
square feet (or 6.2%) of this 1.935 acre lot. Our previous comments expressed concern regarding
the presence of tidal wetlands on the lot and raised a question as to whether they were State tidal
wetlands or private tidal wetlands. (If they were State wetlands, they could not be included in
the lot area.) Based on the State tidal wetland maps and a discussion I had with Mr. Eric See, it
appears that the wetlands on this lot are private tidal wetlands (i.e., the vegetation type listed on
the map indicate that it is a "high" marsh, above regular mean high tide). An impervious surface
variance is therefore not necessary.

This office does not oppose the variance requested. If the variance is approved, we recommend
mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance within the Buffer. The Buffer, between the house and
the wetlands, should be a priority location for the plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Singerely, ~ .
00 b @é'\f&.&in_“

e ne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc. AA28-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Judge John C. North, II Nt Ren Serey

Chairman Q= Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 26, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Cerutti Building - Concept Plan - Revision #1
CP 04-0012-0018(c)

Dear Ms. Maenhardt:

Thank you for providing the revised information the above referenced project. The applicant is
proposing to construct a building with associated parking to be used for a marina distribution business.
The site is designated LDA and is currently vacant. The applicants are also requesting growth
allocation to change the designation to IDA.

As you are aware, this project as proposed requires growth allocation to change the designation from
LDA to IDA. The primary Critical Area concemn in the IDA is the 10% pollutant reduction
requirement. The explanatory letter from McCrone, Inc dated February 7, 2001 states that the "10%
requirement was addressed by the design of the regional stormwater management pond for the MD
General Land Company, LLC subdivision." As indicated during the initial STAC meeting on this
project, our office has not received any information on the regional pond or how it meets the 10%
requirement. Please provide this information for our review. This information will be necessary prior
to any formal review or approval of the growth allocation by the Critical Area Commission.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the information requested when it is
available. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Singerely,

e 0
u X@uﬂv (I/L,/UELM . VQZA\
ee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

QC655-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 1, 2001

Ms. Lisa M. Collison

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Subdivision - File# 05-01-02-0008(c)
Robert Jewell

Dear Ms. Collison;

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative subdivision. The
applicant 1s requesting relocation of a lot line to transfer 0.151 acres from one lot to another. From the
plat, it appears that both lots have existing dwellings on them.

The impervious surface table which appears on the plat indicates that Parcel 316 will have only 351
square feet of allowable impervious surface remaining. There is no garage, driveway or parking area
shown on Parcel 316. With the possible addition of a garage or driveway at some point in the future,
the allowable imperviousness may be exceeded and may require a variance. This office could not
support such a variance request because the lot line adjustment would have created the need for the
variance. We recommend that the lot line adjustment be modified to ensure that provisions for parking
of a vehicle (or two as required by code) could be made without the need for a variance. Additional
plat notes may also be warranted to alert future property owners of the impervious surface restrictions
and the resulting restrictions on future development on the lot.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If changes are made to the project as proposed, please
forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these
comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

}/4)0 J’MLC, 0 lia n //// S
v ’ A

LleeAxﬁle Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC102-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-.9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley ,

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0022-V, Michael and Julie Reisinger
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer
than required. The property is designated LDA, is Buffer Exempt and is currently developed
with a house and a frame "beach house" structure.

This office reviewed and commented on the previous variance request for this property. We
understand that because the existing dilapidated "beach house" will be completely removed,
reconstruction on the same footprint is not possible. Rather, the addition will maintain a distance
of 65 to 70 feet from the shoreline as compared to the existing 25 feet. This will minimize
impacts to the Buffer and allow restoration of the portion of the Buffer now occupied by the
existing structure. If the project is approved, we recommend that stormwater management be
addressed in some way. We also recommend mitigation for the new impervious within the
Buffer at a 2:1 ratio and the new impervious outside the Buffer at a 1:1 ratio in accordance with
the County Zoning Ordinance. The Buffer should be a priority location for the plantings,
especially where existing impervious areas will be removed.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Singerely, [ ‘
’ ; 2
- uf—\/iuu (_-,L\a,u(( (JM
e e Chandler
~Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA82-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0008-V, Janet Richardson

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit dwelling additions with less Buffer than required and
on steep slopes. The property is designated RCA and is currently developed with a single family
dwelling and driveway.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this property. However, impacts must be
minimized and the variance requested the minimum to provide relief. The proposed dwelling is
extensive in size and its sprawling design results in a footprint exceeding 6000 square feet.
Commission staff has visited the site with the applicant’s consultants and had two other meetings
with the architect. These issues have been raised previously. \We have suggested that the house
be expanded landward of the existing main part of the house (i.c., to result in more of a
rectangular shape rather than such a linear design). This would help minimize new impacts to
the 100-foot Buffer and expanded Buffer. Based on the site visit and the site plan, the primary
area of concern is the new portion of the house fronting on Crab Creek. This new part of the
house impacts steep slopes and is only 54 feet from the water.

While the Critical Area report states that all runoff will be man aged for stormwater, the plans
should be clarified as to how much of the site will be drained to the stormwater management
facility and how much will actually be piped down the slopes to the creek. As much roof runoff
as possible should be directed to the stormwater facility. Also, the site plan indicates an overall
impervious surface decrease for the entire site. Previous plans for the property showed a gate
house, a large swimming pool, cabana, an eight horse stable and various parking lots to
accommodate more than ten cars. With the addition of such facilities, impervious surfaces over
the entire site will be much greater than that existing. Such plans should be disclosed at this
stage in order to ensure water quality and habitat protection over the entire site. For example,
how will stormwater for those facilities be handled?

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Kevin Dooley
March 6, 2001
Page 2

On the positive side, the applicants propose to move the septic system from the 100-foot Buffer
and they propose a Buffer Management Plan to offset clearing and new impervious within the
Buffer and expanded Buffer at a 3:1 ratio. Stormwater management will also be provided for
some of the impervious surfaces where there is currently no stormwater management. While this
office remains concerned that it is the design of the house that is creating the need for the

- variance, we do recognize that the applicant has taken many steps to help offset the impacts. If
this variance is approved, we recommend that it be conditioned on the proposed 3:1 mitigation
for all disturbance in the Buffer and expanded Buffer. Also, as much of the site as possible
should be directed to a stormwater management facility (rather than being piped to the creek).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as

part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Lee ne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Christopher Frank, Hammond Wilson Architects
AAS1-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning & Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case Nos. 2001-0024-0027-V, Kenneth Parsons

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance applications. The
applicant is requesting variances to permit three (3) dwellings with less Buffer and setbacks than
required and a variance to exceed impervious surfaces on a residential lot in order to construct a
road. The properties have split designations of LDA and RCA and are currently undeveloped
except for an existing shed on Lot B.

Usually, for properly grandfathered lots, this office does not oppose minimal variances in order
to allow the lot to be developed with a single family dwelling. This office previously submitted
comments on variances requested for Lots A and C last year. The current plans appear to reflect
the revisions prepared in April 2000 for those two lots. As stated in our previous comments,
total disturbance on Lots A and C approach 50% of each lot’s area. While it is apparent that a
variance is necessary for any development on these lots, it is not clear that impacts have been

minimized. For example, the proposed dwellings appear to be larger in size than others in the
neighborhood.

With regard to development of Lot B, is this lot a properly grandfathered, separate building lot?
Lot B contains a large shed and play equipment which has been serving the applicant’s property
(Lot 68R) which is already developed with a single family home. Under a recent Maryland court
case, (Friends of the Ridge, et. al. v. Baltimore Gas and Electric Company, 354 Md. 645 (1999)),
it was found that when a landowner combines several lots of land into one larger parcel by using
contiguous lots to serve a single structure (e.g., using another lot for placement of a shed), the
platted lot lines remain for title purposes but by operation of law, a single parcel emerges for
zoning purposes. It is not clear in this case that Lot B should be considered a separate building
lot because it has been used essentially as a back yard to Lot 68R. This should be examined
further. If it is determined that Lot B is a separate, legal buildable lot, this office does not oppose
the siting of a single family dwelling on it. The proposed dwelling is smaller in size than the

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Kevin Dooley
March 6, 2001
Page 2

proposed houses on Lots A or C, though it may still be slightly larger than other homes in the
neighborhood.

With regard to the proposed road through the residential building lot, is this a legal means of
providing access to these lots? Is it a permissible use of a residential lot? The Critical Area
report states that a portion of the existing right-of-way of Bay View Drive has been taken over by
a nearby homeowner. It continues in the fourth paragraph to state that “Although the total
impervious coverage will be the same as if the right-of-way were used” and it appears that the
sentence is incomplete. How will the excessive impervious (much of it in the Buffer) on this lot
be mitigated? How will stormwater be addressed for the road?

If the above issues are resolved and if the variances are approved, this office recommends
mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance within the 100-foot Buffer and reforestation at a 3:1
ratio for the remainder of the clearing of Lot 58 and 59. Stormwater management must also be
addressed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the
decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

%u \ﬂ/wu U
eeA ne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA132-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax; (410) 974-5338

March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0021-V, Joyce Soldwedel

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer
than required and greater impervious coverage than allowed. The property is designated LDA
and is currently developed with a single family dwelling and driveway.

This office often does not oppose additions of reasonable size provided that impacts are
minimized. The proposed addition is no further waterward than the existing dwelling and the
expanded Buffer encompasses the entirety of the existing dwelling. We recognize that any
addition to the existing dwelling would require a variance. However, the proposed addition more
than doubles the size of the existing house, and together with the circular driveway, result in
excessive impervious surfaces on this lot. We do not oppose the variance for the addition within
the expanded Buffer, but we recommend that the proposal be redesigned to adhere to the
impervious surface limits. This could be accomplished by removing some additional existing
impervious or by scaling back the proposed addition. We recommend mitigation to offset the
new impervious surfaces in accordance with the County Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

)

AN A(Mu CL\«,wl(‘ o
YeeAnhe Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

~

cC! AA81-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0015-V, Christopher & Kathleen Mills

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a shed with less Buffer and setbacks than required

and on steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single
family dwelling and driveway.

‘ Based on the site plan, it is not possible to determine if there are some areas of the property that
are steeper than others. It does not appear that the house has an integral garage so some storage
may be warranted. If it is possible, we recommend that the shed be placed off of the steep slopes
at the appropriate distance from the septic system. For example, it appears that there would be
room in the vicinity of the “50” label. Alternatively, there may be a location directly adjacent to
the dwelling where a shed may fit. It should also be placed to avoid the removal of any trees. If
the requested variance is approved, we recommend mitigation for the disturbance (which is the
square footage of the shed, i.e., 80 square feet) at a 3:] ratio.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

]
fy »
&
ereA__zéne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA67-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0017-V, Ray & Susan Green
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The A
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer
than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family
dwelling and detached garage.

. The proposed addition is no further waterward than the existing dwelling and the expanded
Buffer encompasses the entirety of the existing dwelling. Also, impervious surfaces are below
the allowable amount. Given that it appears that any addition to the existing dwelling would
require a variance, this office does not oppose the variance requested. We recommend mitigation
to offset the new impervious coverage in accordance with the County Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as

part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AAG69-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0023-V, Goodman and Lehner
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks
and Buffer than required. The property has a split designation of LDA and RCA and is currently
undeveloped.

Provided this lot 1s properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. This property was the subject of a previous variance request and subsequent
approval which had less clearing in the 100-foot Buffer and less impervious coverage than
currently proposed. As this office indicated in our comments on the previous variance request,
over 40% of the forest on site is proposed to be cleared. It seems that clearing could be reduced.
As proposed, mitigation should be provided at a 3:1 ratio for all dlsturbance on the site. The
Buffer should be the priority location for plantings. | '

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

,/uu Ctuw Ll

LeeA /ne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA83-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0011-V, Henry Hirsch - REVISED COMMENTS

Dear Mr. Dooley:

This office would like to retract the comments previously submitted on this application and replaced
them with this letter and the following comments. The applicant is requesting a variance to permit an
accessory structure with less setbacks than required. The property is designated LDA and is being
developed with a new house (to replace an old house). It also contains an existing barn, and several
attached and detached accessory structures.

Because there are no habitat protection areas affected by the proposal and because impervious surfaces
are not an issue, this office has no comment on the sctback variance for the proposed "pool house".
Vegetation removed in the course of construction should be replaced in kind.

We would like to raise several issues with the proposed improvements within the 100-foot Buffer
however. For example, an additional six feet of concrete decking is proposed on one side of the
existing pool, wholly within the Buffer. A variance should be rcquired for this expansion of
impervious surface (totaling approximately 360 square fect) within the Buffer. This office could not
support such a variance request. Also, it is difficult to determine exactly where the edge of the existing
house falls but it appears that the proposed two porches as well as the stone patio in between are also
new impervious in the Buffer. The new impervious arcas watcrward of the existing house require a
variance. An effort should be made to minimize new impacts to the Buffcr. As proposed, it does not
appear that new impacts have been minimized. Additional variances arc necessary for this project as
proposed.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Pleasc includc this Ictter in your file and submit it
as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

n
I’ ‘ . ~:. ..ll,, . --E -. .}I's
Ppve. /4/'"“‘“") UV"U-«MMJ/\
eeAhne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA64-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 6, 2001
VIA FACSIMILE
Ms. Charlene Morgan
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0249-V, Valentine and Margaret Schiller - Board of Appeals Comments

Dear Ms. Morgan:

This office has received the revised plans for the above referenced variance case to be heard by
the Board of Appeals on March 12, 2001. The applicant is requesting a variance to permit a
dwelling on steep slopes with less Buffer and setbacks than required. It is our understanding that
the proposed development of this lot has a long history. Most recently, the Administrative
Hearing Officer granted the variances necessary for development of this lot, which is the subject
of this appeal.

The design of development on this lot is limited by the septic system and its distance
requirements. It is our understanding that the County Health Department will not approve
innovative systems for new houses (rather, they will only consider them for failing septics for
existing houses). While we remain concerned about the short distance between the house and the
water as well as the extent of proposed clearing, it appears that alternative designs have been

~explored and unfortunately rejected due to health department requirements. Barring any
innovative septic systems, this office is unaware of possible alternatives for site design. Clearing
and grading around the proposed house should be kept to a minimum. The applicant has reduced
the size of the proposed dwelling which helps to minimize impacts. If approved, we recommend
mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance to this site. Mitigation should be located on-site
within the Buffer to the extent possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

%LQ/.&WM (,'(/\amf-.{ by

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA352-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 12, 2001
VIA FACSIMILE
Ms. Charlene Morgan
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, MD 21401

RE:  Variance 2000-0249-V, Valentine and Margaret Schiller - Board of Appeals Comments
- REVISED

Dear Ms. Morgan:

As discussed this morning, we understand that the applicant has again revised the proposed plans
for the above referenced case. The applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling on
steep slopes with less Buffer and setbacks than required. It is our understanding that the most
recent revisions have allowed the house to be moved further back from the water to within 20
feet of the proposed septic system. We are supportive of these further efforts to minimize
impacts.

The design of development on this lot is limited by the septic system and its distance
requirements. While we remain concerned about the limited distance between the house and the
water as well as the extent of proposed clearing, alternative designs have been explored and
rejected due to health department requirements. Clearing and grading around the proposed house
should be kept to the minimum. The applicant has reduced the size of the proposed dwelling
which helps to minimize impacts. If approved, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all
disturbance to this site. Mitigation should be located on-site within the Buffer to the extent
possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

i N
A v QC’LM&A&/\

handler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA352-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

March 12, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Ace Adkins

Maryland Department of the Environment
Non-tidal Wetlands and Waterways

201 Baptist Street

Salisbury, MD 21801-4979

RE:  99-NT-2144 (Modification to existing permit)
Dr. John Routenberg

Dear Mr. Adkins:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced permit modification. The applicant is
requesting a permit to install a water feature on a residential lot. It is our understanding that the original
permit was to provide an accessway to the house site. The lotis constrained by non-tidal wetlands, tidal
wetlands and numerous Buffers.

This office opposes the requested permit modification. The proposed pond would be located the no-
disturbance Critical Area Buffer. The Buffer is required to remain in natural vegetation. Any
disturbance within the Buffer beyond a single access point to the house site is not consistent with the
Critical Area Criteria (COMAR 27.01.09) and the policies of this office. We recommend that the
requested modification be denied so that the Department of the Environment and the Critical Area
Commission provide consistent responses to this request.

I was able to visit the site with Wicomico County Planning staff on March 2, 2001. It appears that
clearing has occurred beyond that necessary for access. This was discussed with County staff and it is
my understanding that the clearing will be mitigated via a Buffer Management Plan at the time of the lot
development. This office is recommending mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all clearing within the Critical
Area 100-foot Buffer. The area of the requested "pond" is one such area that should be re-planted to
restore it to a forested wetland.

Thank you for coordinating with our office on this request. Please keep this office informed of your
decision on this request prior to notification to the applicant. If you have any questions or concerns,
please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

?W’W Chand Do

Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: Frank McKenzie

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 12, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Eastern Bay Antiques - Minor Site Plan
MISP 05-01-03-0001(c)

Dear Ms. Maenhardt:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced project. The applicant is proposing to
construct a storage building on an existing lot. The site is designated LDA and is currently developed
with a house, a commercial building and associated parking.

‘ Based on the information provided, this office has several comments on the proposed storage building.
First, the site plan shows the 30 foot by 50 foot storage building to be located at the edge of existing
woods. In order to minimize any potential impact on Delmarva Fox Squirrel habitat, we recommend
that the proposed building be moved forward (i.e., towards Main Street), perhaps in the vicinity of the
existing shed. Second, while there appears to be garage doors on the proposed storage building, there
i1s no driveway up to the building shown on the site plan. It is likely that the addition of a driveway will
increase impervious surfaces beyond the 15% limit. Such an increase will require a variance or require
growth allocation to change the designation of this lot to IDA. We recommend that the storage building
be placed in close proximity to the existing commercial building such that an additional driveway
would not be necessary. (Please note, use of a lawn as a driveway -- especially in a commercial
situation - will eventually create an impervious surface that should be counted toward impervious
surface totals.)

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If the plans change or if additional information is provided,
please forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning
these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

Mtandler

‘ Natural Resources Planner

cc: 149-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
QC (410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 13, 2001

Ms. Cathy Maxwell

Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Chesapeake Church of Christ
Board of Appeals Case CU-020011

Dear Ms. Maxwell:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced application for a conditional use and
impervious surface variance. The applicant is requesting a conditional use approval for expansion
of an existing church as well as a variance to exceed the 15% impervious surface limitation on the

property. The property is 1.75 acres in size and is designated LDA. Itis currently developed with
a church and parking lot.

‘ This office has no comment on the conditional use application. With regard to the variance, this
office can not support the request to exceed permitted impervious surface limitations (up to 26.6%)
over what already exists on the property (24.2%). (It is not clear why and how the umpervious
surface limitations have already been exceeded.) We recommend that the applicant pursue growth
allocation to change the site to IDA. There are no impervious surface limitations in the IDA and
stormwater management would be required to reduce pollutant loadings by 10%. This site is
located at the headwaters of Winchester Creek and stormwater management should be provided to
treat all impervious areas of the site.

Also, please note, the application incorrectly states that the site is permitted 50% imperviousness.
This is incorrect. While the underlying zoning may permit this amount, the Critical Area overlay is
more strict (i.e., it is limited to 15%) and therefore supercedes the allowances of the NC-8 zore.
Also, the application does not address replacement of the cleared forest area as required by Section
14-138(d)(6) of the County’s Zoning Ordinance. This information should be provided.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,
LeeAnne Chandler

. Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC141-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman
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Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 12, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Safeway Food Store - Concept Plan
CP 04-0012-0016(c) - Revision #1

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing Revision #1 of the concept plan for the above referenced project. The
. applicant is proposing to construct a food store, retail space, a gas station and a connection to an

adjacent shopping center. The site is designated IDA and is currently an agricultural field with a small
residential structure.

Because the site is designated IDA, the Critical Area issue of concern is the 10% pollutant reduction
requirement. When they are available, please provide the 10% pollutant reduction calculations and
stormwater plans to this office for review. If the 10% rule is adequately addressed, it appears that the
proposal would be consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the information requested when it is
available. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

LzAv:/ku CNYUIND

e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC662-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Judge John C. North, II

Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Ms. Cathy Maxwell

Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 North Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Conditional Use Case No. CU-020012 (Norman A. Willox, Jr.)

Dear Ms. Maxwell:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced conditional use application. The
‘ applicant is requesting a conditional use approval to construct a 320 foot pier. The property is
4.19 acres in size and is currently being developed with a single family dwelling.

This office defers to the Maryland Department of the Environment on pier issues. Any local
approval should be conditioned on final approval of a permit from MDE.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as

part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case. '

Sincerely,

ym wChandl

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC142-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601 .
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Vartance Case No. 2001-0062-V, Peter and Elizabeth Van Dine
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicants are requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently
developed with a single family dwelling to be razed and re-built. The property is Buffer-exempt.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this lot. Ideally, a new house would be placed
outside of the Buffer and the Buffer would be re-established with forest vegetation. However,

it appears that there will be no clearing of forest vegetation and a reduction in overall impervious
surfaces. The new house is located primarily on the existing house footprint but does expand to
provide a garage. The new portion of the house does not intrude further into the Buffer than the
existing house. Provided that new impervious areas are mitigated in accordance with the County
Zoning Ordinance, this office does not oppose the variance requested. Areas where impervious
surfaces are removed should be revegetated to ensure perviousness.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

Leemhandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA120-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Special Exception Case No. 2000-0455-S, Les Jenkins Family Fun Park

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced special exception application. The
applicant is requesting a special exception to permit an amusement park in a C4 District. The
property has a split designation with 15.117 acres of IDA and 8.588 acres of RCA. According to
the information provided, the site was formerly used as a golf driving range.

‘ Amusement parks are not a permitted use in the RCA. All development activity associated with
the park would have to remain outside of the Critical Area or within only the IDA portion of the
site. Growth allocation will be necessary if any portion of the proposed development is located
within the RCA on the property. Provided that all development activity be located out of the
RCA, this office has no comment on the special exception application. Development in the IDA
would require compliance with the 10% Pollutant Reduction requirement. If the project moves
forward, plans should be provided to this office for site plan review.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this special exception. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the
decision made in this case.

Sincerely, [ 2
LeeArne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA123-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 19, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Countryside Builders, Inc. - Final Site Plan - Revision #1
MASP 05-0011-0001(c)

Dear Ms. Maenhardt:

Thank you for providing the revised information on the above referenced site plan. The applicant is
proposing to construct an office building with associated parking. The property is 0.347 acres in size and is
currently developed with a dwelling and two sheds which would be demolished. The property is designated
IDA and is in a designated Buffer Exemption Area.

The revisions provided have reduced the amount of impervious surfaces proposed, including the total
impervious proposed within the Buffer. The exit driveway has been moved outside of the 100-foot Buffer

. as previously suggested. Rather than paying a fee-in-lieu of on-site stormwater management, a stormwater
management pond is now proposed. Ideally, it would be located out of the 100-foot Buffer, though a pond
is certainly better than a parking lot. We have noted that the letter from McCrone states that the pond has
been designed to handle 1 2" of runoff from the proposed impervious area, though revised calculations
were not provided to our office.

We recommend that all limits of disturbance remain outside of the 50-foot shore buffer. (While the
property is within a BEA, the reduced shore buffer should be protected as any other Buffer, with no
disturbance permitted without a variance.) Also, we recommend that some of the required larger (i.e.,
rather than whips) trees be planted within the Buffer rather than just along the parking lot and road. This
will provide more immediate habitat and water quality benefits along the shoreline.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If substantial changes are made to the project as proposed,
please forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these
comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely
JA/MLL/ @wab\
ceAnfie Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

. cc: QC574-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 19, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0043-V, Michael Reisinger
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit an extension in time for the implementation and
completion of a previously approved variance. The previous variance was granted for
construction of a house and driveway on steep slopes. The property is des1gnated LDA and is
currently undeveloped.

Provided that the conditions of the prev1ous approval are met, this ofﬁce has no objection to the
extension in time request.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

Koo pune Chardler

LeeAn/ne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA97-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
March 19. 200] (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variances 2001-0064-V and 2001-0065-V, Randal Scholl

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance applications. The
applicant is requesting two variances to permit dwellings and associated facilities with less
setbacks and Buffer than required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The properties are
designated LDA and appear to be currently undeveloped.

Provided these lots were existing as two separate, properly grandfathered lots prior to the lot line
adjustment, this office does not oppose the siting of single family dwellings on them. A site plan

. clearly showing the existing lot line locations as well as prior acreages for each lot would have
been helpful in reviewing the application. Also, a plan showing the limits of grading would also
have been helpful as it relates to total impact to steep slopes. We have no comment on the side
yard setback variance being sought for Lot 1A. We do not oppose the nécessary improvements
for the driveway or septic lines crossing steep slopes, provided proper sediment and erosion
controls are provided and that reforestation is required at the appropriate ratio.

With regard to the proposed improvements on Lot 1A, it appears that the house could be
redesigned to reduce impacts to steep slopes. Also, there is no driveway approaching any part of
the proposed house, nor is there a parking area proposed. Where will the owners park? The
amount of impervious as proposed is approaching the 15% limit and the addition of a driveway
and/or parking area will likely necessitate a variance to the impervious surface limits. This office
could not support such a request because it could be avoided by redesigning the house. Again,
we recommend that the applicant redesign to reduce impervious (while providing a parking spot)
and to reduce impacts to steep slopes on Lot 1A. Reforestation should be provided at the
appropriate ratio for all clearing.

With regard to Lot 2A, again, the house should be redesigned to eliminate all direct impacts to
steep slopes. As proposed, only a portion of the front porch appears to intrude on the slopes and
this could be avoided. As with Lot 1A, there is no driveway or parking area in front of the
house. Where will the owner park? The proposed driveway should be shown on the site plan.
We recommend that the house be redesigned to eliminate the disturbance to steep slopes. It

. appears that this could be done by slightly shifting the house and pulling it a little further away
from the water. Changing the footprint may also be an option. Reforestation should be provided

at the appropriate ratio for all glearipg . Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Kevin Dooley
March 19, 2001
Page 2

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variances. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the
decision made in these cases.

e (ol

LéeAnné Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Sincerely,

cC: AA121-01
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Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 19, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
. 2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0048-V, Ronald Gardner
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than

required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently
undeveloped. The lot is not Buffer Exempt.

The Critical Area report provided with the application does not recognize that the lot is

. waterfront and that significant disturbance is proposed within the 100-foot Buffer. Provided the
lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single family dwelling on
it. However, impacts must be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to provide
relief. As proposed, this office opposes the variances requested. There has been no attempt to
minimize intrusion into the Buffer and to reduce steep slope and overall site disturbance. We
recommend that the applicant redesign to reduce impacts including bringing the dwelling up to
the front building restriction line. Other suggested options include reducing the footprint of the
dwelling, incorporating the garage into the house and further minimizing grading. Reducing
overall disturbance below 5000 square feet would perhaps eliminate the need for a stormwater
management device, allowing an even further reduction in impact. While we recognize that
some variance may be necessary to develop this lot with a dwelling, the current request far
exceeds the minimum.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If revised information becomes available, please
forward it to this office for further review and comment. Please include this letter in your file
and submit it as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in
writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
L eA‘ e Chandler
. Natural Resources Planner

cc. AA99-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
March 19, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0055-V, Costello
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant
is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer and with disturbance to
steep slopes on a newly created lot. The parent parcel is designated LDA and is developed with a
large waterfront dwelling. The lot is proposed to be split into two, to allow construction of another
dwelling.

This office can not support variances on non-grandfathered lots. The subdivision of this property
raises several concerns. First, the parent parcel was recently developed with a large waterfront
. dwelling, located less than 50 feet from the water (according to the site plan) under the Buffer
Exemption provisions. Now that the dwelling is built, a subdivision is proposed which removes the
Buffer Exempt status and creates another lot which requires a variance in order to be developed.
This raises concerns because the lot should have been developed with the dwelling out of the
Buffer if possible in the first place. Itis not clear why the dwelling was built so close to the water.

Second, how much clearing occurred with development of the existing house? The Critical Area
report states that 52,988 square feet of the parent parcel is forested (80%) but it may have been
completely forested prior to construction of the existing dwelling. In fact, the note shown on the
site plan shows a large area on Lot 1 labeled "Woodlands cleared during construction." Total
clearing (that which occurred during construction of the existing dwelling as well as the proposed
dwelling) may be close to 30%. As with the impervious surface totals, total clearing on the whole
parent parcel should be calculated and mitigated at the appropriate ratio. The one-to-one
replacement as suggested in the Critical Area report is not correct.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variances. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in these cases.

Sincerely,

R b Chandlon

. LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA115-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 19, 2001

Ms. Pam Miley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0047-V, Kenneth Gardner
Dear Ms. Miley:

This office has received the information provided on the above referenced variance request. It is

the same request as Variance Case No. 1999-0334-V under the applicant name of Joseph and

Judy Crawford. The previous request was granted approval with conditions, though I understand

that the previous approval has expired. The position of this office remains as conveyed in our

comments on Variance Case No. 1999-0334-V. Please submit this letter and our previous letter

with attachment (enclosed) to the record for the current variance request. Also, please notify the
‘ Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

o
Y /hw. Clasdles
LeeAnhe Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

enclosure

cc: AA98-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 21, 2001

Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Morgan
Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Love Point Road Limited Partnership - Concept Plan
CP 04-01-03-0002(c)

Dear Ms. Hyer-Morgan:

Thank you for providing the concept plan for the above referenced project. The applicant is proposing
to construct a 90-room hotel and associated parking on a 2.7 acre parcel. The site has 2.487 acres
within the Critical Area (designated IDA) and is currently undeveloped. It appears that a subdivision
involving relocation of lot lines will also be necessary in order for the project to proceed as proposed.

First, with regard to the site plan, the environmental features that are located primarily on Lot 334
should be better identified. For example, the stream and its 100-foot Buffer should be labeled as such,
along with a better depiction of the non-tidal wetlands and the wetland buffer. (These features were
much easier to identify on plans submitted in 1996 for the Stevensville Professional Center.)

That being said, the Critical Area issues of concern are the 10% pollutant reduction requirement and
protection of the Buffer, stream and wetlands. In reviewing the file for the Stevensville Professional
Center, it appears that the 10% calculations and the stormwater pond were based on a total area of 5.712
acres in the Critical Area portion of the site. This does not appear to be correct as there are only 5.26
acres within the Critical Area portion based on the site statistic notes. The calculations were based on a
total proposed impervious of 3.572 acres (within the Critical Area). The proposed hotel would add 1.35
acres of impervious (mostly, though not all, within the Critical Area) so it appears that the existing
stormwater pond may be sufficient to meet the 10% requirement. For clarification, revised 10%
calculations should be provided. Also, in reviewing the 10% calculations and specifically, the BMPs
provided, it states that both the wet pond and the grassed swale would serve the entire drainage area.
Where on site is the grassed swale? Does the grassed swale lead into the wet pond? If this is the case,
the calculations should have been completed as BMPs in a series, which is different than what appears
on the worksheet. Please provide updated and corrected information regarding the stormwater
management calculations.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Morgan
March 21, 2001
Page 2

Provided that updated stormwater information is provided and that the 10% requirement is adequately
addressed, it appears that the proposed project would be consistent with the County’s Critical Area
Program. We would like to note however, that if the project and adjustment of lot lines occurs, the
development on Lot 334 will not be possible as originally envisioned in 1996. All Buffers must be
protected during development of that Lot.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the information requested when it is
available. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely, o

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC148-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 23, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Narrows Point - Concept Plan - Revision #2
CP 05-0011-0003

Dear Ms. Krista-Maenhardt:

This office has received Revision #2 for the Narrows Point concept plan. The applicants propose 38 units,
associated parking and stormwater facilities on a 15.52 acre site. The site has a split Critical Area
designation, with 6.807 acres in the IDA and 8.712 acres in the LDA. Since our meeting of March 6,
2001, some changes were made to the proposed plans. This office has reviewed the revised plans and
narrative information provided and we have the following comments:

1. While there have been some minor reductions in overall impervious surfaces, this office remains
concerned about the intensiveness of the proposed development and the amount of Buffer
intrusion. The County’s Buffer Exemption regulations include provisions which require a
property owner to avoid development within the BEA uniess the Planning Director finds that there

- 1s no feasible alternative and that the intrusion into the Buffer is the least necessary (§14-
153(d)(1)) [emphasis added]. Fewer units would allow more flexibility in the layout of the
development and would significantly reduce the Buffer intrusion. While the applicant states that
the development site would allow 124 units, such density is subject to the other requirements of
the Zoning Ordinance, including minimizing Buffer intrusion.

2. Of particular concern is not only the overall Buffer intrusion but also the intrusion into the reduced
50-foot shore Buffer. (Please note: the 50-foot Shore Buffer is not clearly labeled or shown on the
marina side of the peninsula on Sheets 3 and 4. Also, the 50-foot Buffer is not marked in the area
across the road from Unit 20, in the vicinity of the guest parking areas. This should be corrected.)
As stated in our previous comments, all new development activity, including the new road, should
be located outside of the 50-foot Buffer. We recognize that there is already some impervious
surface within the 50-foot Buffer but as proposed there is a net increase of imperviousness in this
area. We recommend that the proposal be further minimized.
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Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
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3.

10.

We recognize that the applicant is waiting for a jurisdictional determination before preparing a
site plan showing the surveyed wetland boundaries. However, as the project continues through the
County’s review process, all interested parties should be made aware that the project may need
significant revisions due to the location of the wetland boundaries,

Quantified information on proposed clearing and grading should be provided.

The applicant states that "based on initial grading calculations, approximately 10,000 cubic yards
of material will be excavated from the dredge spoils area and placed in the flood plain limits of the
site." Gtven that the whole site was used to dispose of dredge spoils, where is the fill coming
from? Off-site? Will it be affecting any wetlands or Buffers? Have any permits been applied for?
This information should be provided.

If this project receives concept approval and moves forward with the site plan review process,
when available, please provide our office with a copy of a detailed Buffer planting plan for the
shore buffer plantings. A naturalized Buffer of mixed vegetation (shrubs, shore grasses, and trees)
is recommended for the entire site.

Understanding that the applicant has requested a variance to disturb the steep slopes on site, a
variance to disturb steep slopes does not eliminate the need to expand the Buffer for steep slopes.
Mitigation should be calculated based on the expanded Buffer. (As stated previously, the site
plans provided do not show the limits of steep slopes so it is difficult to determine extent, if any
for Buffer expansion.) We recommend that the County require miti gation for impacts to the
Buffer for the stormwater management facilities.

With regard to the waterfowl staging area offshore of the property and the future condition of the
Buffer, the applicant stated that a strip of the existing phragmites could be maintained along the
shoreline. Commission staff will consult with waterfowl experts at the Department of Natural
Resources to determine the best course of action.

We recommend that the parking be reduced to the minimum required by County code. Over 4
spaces for each unit is excessive and does not demonstrate a minimization of impervious surfaces.

Please provide our office with a copy of the stormwater calculations and plans as early as possible
in the review process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions regarding the comments above or
would like to discuss any if further detail, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

/ 14 cf AL @/MM A &’/L >

LeeAr/

he Chandler

Natural Resources Planner
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' STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

March 23, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case Nos. 2001-0071-V and 2001-0072-V, Frank G. Scholley

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance applications. The applicant is
requesting variances to permit two dwellings and associated facilities with less setbacks and Buffer than
required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The properties (Lots 2 and 3) are designated LDA and are
currently developed with houses that will be removed and replaced. Based on the maps in our office, it
appears that the lots are Buffer Exempt.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of these lots. Impacts should be minimized and the variances
requested the minimum to provide relief. Ideally, the new homes would be pulled further away from the
water, perhaps up to the building restriction line. It does not appear that the new homes will intrude any
further into the Buffer than the existing homes and impervious surfaces will not increase. The homes are
of modest size. The only new impact of concern is the two new septic systems to be placed in the Buffer.
Where are the existing systems? We recommend that the system for Lot 3 be moved closer to the road,
out of the 100-foot Buffer if possible. Also, for Lot 2, would it be possible to place the system in the side
yard (between the two houses) if the house on Lot 3 were moved northward a bit? Impacts from the septic
systems should be minimized as' much as possible.

If approved, we recommend mitigation for areas of new impervious surface on these Buffer Exempt lots
in accordance with the Zoning Ordinance. We also recommend mitigation for the footprint of disturbance
for the new septic systems in the Buffer at a 2:1 ratio. The areas where impervious surfaces are removed
and the Buffer should be priority locations for mitigation.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as part of the
record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

) l i

I VS ARV RATAS S S
. LéeAngé Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA135-01
. AA136-01
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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' STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
' 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
March 26, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Grasonville Station, LLC - Final Site Plan - Revision #3
MASP 05-0010-0008(c)

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing Revision #3 of the above referenced site plan. The applicant is proposing to
combine four (4) lots of a recently approved commercial subdivision and construct two commercial
buildings and associated improvements. The site is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

It does not appear that this revision has had any effect on the proposal as it related to Critical Area

‘ requirements or resources. As proposed, there are 0.132 acres of impervious surfaces proposed within
the 1.62 acres of Critical Area on these lots. This is approximately 8% imperviousness which is below
the LDA limit of 15%. With the maintenance of the existing woodland on Lot 9, along with the
proposed landscaping, the LDA afforestation/reforestation requirements are met. It appears that the
project is consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program and we have no further comments on this
site plan at this time.

It 1s our understanding that growth allocation will be requested for the Critical Area portion of the
entire Grasonville Station property to redesignate it from LDA to IDA. As you are aware, within the

- IDA, the 10% pollutant reduction requirement is the primary Critical Area concern. Under separate
cover (because it relates to the growth allocation petition rather than just the development on Lots 6
through 9), this office will be submitting comments related to the 10% pollutant reduction calculations
and plans for the stormwater management pond provided with this revision.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If changes are made to the project as proposed, please
forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these

comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

S

) |

‘-Jl‘ ﬂ . /i

!/Tt(’(' /}(l Q(( — i/‘\{l‘.,-;‘_.[‘ (/' i i_,L.(\
LeeAnne Chandler :

‘ ‘Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC559-00
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
March 26, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Grasonville Station, LLC - 10% Compliance/Stormwater Management Review
MASP 05-0010-0008(c)

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing the stormwater management calculations and plan showing the stormwater
management pond for the proposed Grasonville Station development. Commission staff has reviewed
the information provided. In reviewing the information, it was found that the calculations are not
consistent with the guidelines provided in 10% Guidance documents ("Urban Stormwater Quality
Guidance for the Maryland Chesapeake Bay Critical Area in Intensely Developed Areas"). For your

‘ information, attached please find revised 10% worksheets for this project. Below is a description of the
inconsistencies:

1. First, in Worksheet A, site acreage (A) refers to the area of the development site in the Critical
Area. Similarly, when calculating pre- and post- percentages of impervious surfaces, only those
areas within the Critical Area portion of the site should be considered. In this project, "A" is
5.01 acres, with 0% pre-development imperviousness and 80% (based on maximum allowed
under the zoning ordinance at buildout) post-development imperviousness.

2. Pre-development load (Lpre) for this project is (.5)(A)= 2.5 Ibs.

3. Post-development load (Lpost) for this project is 8.18 Ibs. rather than the 22.54 Ibs. as listed.
4. The revised pollutant removal requirement (RR) is 5.93 Ibs.
5. Two BMPs are proposed, though the total load removed is not the sum of each BMP efficiency

times Lpost. Rather, because the BMPs are in a series (that is, the grassed swale leads to the

wet pond) a different equation must be used. This is described on page 8 of the Plan Reviewers

Guide in the series of guidance documents. The total load removed by the proposed swale/pond

is 5.56 Ibs. This does not meet the RR. However, because the pond is also treating runoff from

outside of the Critical Area, credit is given in accordance with Worksheet B. Worksheet B is
‘ located on page 23 of the Applicant’s Guide and on page 21 of the Plan Reviewer’s Guide.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Steve Cohoon
March 26, 2001
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6. In Worksheet B, "offsite acreage to be treated by onsite BMP" is the remainder of the
Grasonville Station project which will drain to the proposed stormwater facilities. Based on a
total project area of 13.798 acres, 8.79 acres are outside of the Critical Area but draining to the
proposed pond. Imperviousness will be a maximum of 80%. The Lpost for outside of the
Critical Area is 14.35 lbs. Calculating the load removed by the BMP in a series is done via the
same equation as described in 5 above. The load removed for the area outside of the Critical
Area is 9.76 lbs.

7. The total load removed is equal to the load removed on-site (from step 5 in Worksheet A) plus
load removed offsite (from step 3 in Worksheet B). For this project, 5.56 lbs removed on-site
plus the 9.76 Ibs. removed offsite is greater than the 5.93 Ib. removal requirement so the 10%
requirement is adequately addressed.

Based on the revised calculations, it appears that the proposed development of Grasonville Station
would be consistent with the IDA requirements. We do have a question regarding the claimed
efficiency values for the BMPs. The efficiency value listed on the submitted worksheet for the swale is
0.20 corresponding to treatment of the ¥; inch of runoff while the efficiency value for the wet pond is
0.60 corresponding to treatment of the first 1 % inches of runoff. Given that they are in a series, what
accounts for the difference? This should be clarified. Also note that consistency with the 10%
calculations in the Critical Area should be considered separately from stormwater management outside
of the Critical Area. Appropriate approvals should be obtained for stormwater management on the
remainder of the site from the local approving agency.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the stormwater management information. If you have any
questions regarding the comments above or the revised calculations, please contact me at (410) 260-
3477.

Sincerely,
eeAJe Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Ms. Eva Kerchner, Dept. of Public Works
Mr. Tom Davis, McCrone, Inc.
QC559-00
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 23, 2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
Queen Anne’s County

107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Narrows Point - Concept Plan - Revision #2
CP 05-0011-0003

Dear Ms. Krista-Maenhardt:

This office has received Revision #2 for the Narrows Point concept plan. The applicants propose 38 units,

associated parking and stormwater facilities on a 15.52 acre site. The site has a split Critical Area

designation, with 6.807 acres in the IDA and 8.712 acres in the LDA. Since our meeting of March 6,

2001, some changes were made to the proposed plans. This office has reviewed the revised plans and
‘ narrative information provided and we have the following comments:

1. While there have been some minor reductions in overall impervious surfaces, this office remains
concerned about the intensiveness of the proposed development and the amount of Buffer
intrusion. The County’s Buffer Exemption regulations include provisions which require a
property owner to avoid development within the BEA unless the Planning Director finds that there
is no feasible alternative and that the intrusion into the Buffer is the least necessary (§14-
153(d)(1)) [emphasis added]. Fewer units would allow more flexibility in the layout of the
development and would significantly reduce the Buffer intrusion. While the applicant states that
the development site would allow 124 units, such density is subject to the other requirements of
the Zoning Ordinance, including minimizing Buffer intrusion.

2. Of particular concem is not only the overall Buffer intrusion but also the intrusion into the reduced
50-foot shore Buffer. (Please note: the 50-foot Shore Buffer is not clearly labeled or shown on the
marina side of the peninsula on Sheets 3 and 4. Also, the 50-foot Buffer is not marked in the area
across the road from Unit 20, in the vicinity of the guest parking areas. This should be corrected.)
As stated in our previous comments, all new development activity, including the new road, should
be located outside of the 50-foot Buffer. We recognize that there is already some impervious
surface within the 50-foot Buffer but as proposed there is a net increase of imperviousness in this
area. We recommend that the proposal be further minimized.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
March 23, 2001
Page 2

3. We recognize that the applicant is waiting for a jurisdictional determination before preparing a
site plan showing the surveyed wetland boundaries. However, as the project continues through the
County’s review process, all interested parties should be made aware that the project may need
significant revisions due to the location of the wetland boundaries.

Quantified information on proposed clearing and grading should be provided.

The applicant states that "based on initial grading calculations, approximately 10,000 cubic yards
of material will be excavated from the dredge spoils area and placed in the flood plain limits of the
site." Given that the whole site was used to dispose of dredge spoils, where is the fill coming
from? Off-site? Will it be affecting any wetlands or Buffers? Have any permits been applied for?
This information should be provided.

If this project receives concept approval and moves forward with the site plan review process,
when available, please provide our office with a copy of a detailed Buffer planting plan for the
shore buffer plantings. A naturalized Buffer of mixed vegetation (shrubs, shore grasses, and trees)
1s recommended for the entire site.

Understanding that the applicant has requested a variance to disturb the steep slopes on site, a
variance to disturb steep slopes does not eliminate the need to expand the Buffer for steep slopes.
Mitigation should be calculated based on the expanded Buffer. (As stated previously, the site
plans provided do not show the limits of steep slopes so it is difficult to determine extent, if any
for Buffer expansion.) We recommend that the County require mitigation for impacts to the
Buffer for the stormwater management facilities.

With regard to the waterfowl staging area offshore of the property and the future condition of the
Buffer, the applicant stated that a strip of the existing phragmites could be maintained along the
shoreline. Commission staff will consult with waterfowl experts at the Department of Natural
Resources to determine the best course of action.

We recommend that the parking be reduced to the minimum required by County code. Over 4
spaces for each unit is excessive and does not demonstrate a minimization of impervious surfaces.

Please provide our office with a copy of the stormwater calculations and plans as early as possible
. in the review process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions regarding the comments above or
would like to discuss any if further detail, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

S\ (/ AL (//)/Mmé {2 >
LeeAxée Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

QC594-00
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 27, 2001

Mr. Roby Hurley

Maryland Dept. of Planning

201 Baptist Street, Suite 24
Salisbury, Maryland 21801-4974

RE: Bozek, Inc., Town of Centreville
Dear Mr. Hurley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced project. The applicant is
proposing to redevelop an IDA site with 16 townhomes in the Town of Centreville. Commission
staff has reviewed the information provided, including the required 10% pollutant reduction
calculations. We have the following comments:

' 1. With regard to the bioretention area, a site plan showing the limits of the area draining to the
BMP would be helpful (i.e., it is difficult to assess exactly how much of the parking lot will sheet
flow into the pond). Additional detail on the bioretention area would be helpful. For example,
how was the efficiency rating of 25% determined?

2. In the 10% calculations, step 5 indicates that the grassed swale will be treating 16% of the site
area while the site plan indicates the drainage area to the swale as 0.07 acres or approximately
5% of the site area. This should be clarified and corrected if necessary. If only 5% of the site is

being treated by the swale, the load removed by it is decreased to 0.08 Ibs. This increases the
deficit to 1.82 Ibs which increases the fee-in-lieu.

3. We recommend the use of only native species of trees and shrubs in landscaping the site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any questions or
concerns, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

" LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: CV143-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 27, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0021-V, Joyce Soldwedel - Revised Plans

Dear Mr. Dooley:

This office s in receipt of revised plans for the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer than required

and greater impervious coverage than allowed. The property is designated LDA and is currently
developed with a single family dwelling and driveway.

As stated in our previous comments, this office often does not oppose additions of reasonable
size provided that impacts are minimized. We do not oppose the variance for the addition within
the expanded Buffer due to the constraints of the site. We recognize that the proposal has been
modified to reduce impervious surfaces. However, we can not conclude that opportunities to
minimize impervious surfaces have been exhausted. We recommend a further reduction of 119
square feet to eliminate the need for the impervious surface variance. Ideas include reducing the
width of the driveway, using porous “pavers” for the driveway (subject to County approval,
sometimes up to 40% pervious credit can be given), or by scaling back the proposed addition.
We recommend mitigation to offset the new impervious surfaces in accordance with the County
Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made 1n this case.

Sincerely,

fuopunr Chauddor

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AAS81-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 30, 2001

Mr. Kenneth L. McLawhon, Town Manager
4195 Indian Head Hwy.
Indian Head, MD 20640

RE: Revised Critical Area Map
Dear Mr. McLawhon:

Commission staff has received a copy of a revised Critical Area map dated 3/7/2001 for the
Town of Indian Head from Redman/Johnson Associates, Ltd. I have reviewed the map provided
and it appears to be correct. Itis based on the map approved with the Town’s original Critical
Area Program with two changes. One is the redesignation of the Robinson Terminal Property to
an Intense Development District and the other reflects the annexation in the southeastern part of

- Town which occurred in the early 1990's.

Provided that the Town has no further concerns regarding the Critical Area map, we recommend
that Redman/Johnson provide the Town with at least two copies of a large version of this map for
Mayor and Town Council approval. In order to satisfy the condition placed on the approval of
the Town’s new Critical Area Program, one copy should be forwarded to this office for our use
and files.

Please forward the approved map when it is available. If you have any questions or if you would
like to discuss this matter further, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,
ﬁ%aég Clanellin
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Anthony Redman, Redman/Johnston Associates

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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’ ' STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 30, 2001

Ms. Cathy Maxwell

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Variance Case No. V-030005, Fisherman’s Crab Deck
Dear Ms. Maxwell:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance case. The applicant is
requesting a variance from the rear and side yard setbacks to permit extension of a roof line over
areas of existing deck. Information provided indicates that there will be no increase in
impervious area, implying that the existing “decks” are already impervious. If this is not the
case, please provide further clarification.

Because this property is designated IDA, a 10% pollutant reduction is required under Section 14-
137 of the County Code. Information should be provided on how this requirement will be
.addressed, including the 10% calculations. If this requirement is met, this office has no further
comment on the setback variance.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this variance request. Please include this letter in your
file and submit it as part of the record. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the
decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

ﬁu we Badlo

LeeA Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC172-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

' (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 30, 2001

Ms. Cathy Maxwell

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Variance Case No. V-030004, Kentmorr Restaurant

Dear Ms. Maxwell:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance case. The applicant is
requesting a variance to construct a roof over an existing concrete patio and toilet facilities on top
of an existing pool deck within the Buffer. The property is designated LDA and is currently
developed with a marina and restaurant and associated parking. Existing impervious surfaces
exceed the 15% permitted in an LDA and total nearly 28% of the site.

With regard to the roof over the existing patio, this office does not oppose the variance requested
because there will be no increase in imperious surface. However, we do recommend that runoff
from the roof be directly away from the water and be managed in some way.

With regard to the proposed toilet facilities, ideally, as a non-water dependent facility, they
would be located out of the Buffer. If possible, we recommend that the existing facilities in the
restaurant be expanded rather than constructing a separate building within the Buffer. Will the
additional toilet facilities necessitate additional drainfields or is sewer available? This should be

clarified. If approved, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance within the
Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this variance request. Please include this letter in your
file and submit it as part of the record. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the
decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

/w Liy (landln___

LeeAfnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC171-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:* Variance Case Nos. 2001-0083-V and 2001-0084-V, Jacqueline Yates

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance applications. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a sewer line with disturbance to a wetland buffer for Lot 2 and a
variance to permit a driveway with disturbance to a wetland buffer for Lot 4. The properties have a
split designation of LDA and RCA and are currently undeveloped.

Provided these lots are properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single family
dwelling on them. However, in the Jurisdictional Determination provided with the application, it states
that, “The Waters of the United States present at the site are part of a tributary system to waters
identified in B-E above.” This indicates that the wetlands on site may actually be a tributary stream.
Tributary streams within the Critical Area require a 100-foot Buffer. Any disturbance within the
Critical Area Buffer requires a variance and the current application does not include the disturbance
within the full 100-foot Buffer to the potential stream. This issue should be resolved prior to taking this
application any further. Design of the development on these two lots may require modification in order
to minimize impacts to the 100-foot Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide additional information on the stream and a
revised site plan as necessary. If you have any questions or if you would like assistance with field
determination of the status of the stream, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Slncerel

,qudL é// W%ZZU——/

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA160-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0075-V, Kathy & Arthur Piera

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a shed addition to a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated RCA and a house is currently under construction.

According to the information provided, the house under construction is actually reconstruction of an
existing house. Ideally, space for the utilities should be incorporated into the existing footprint of the
house. It is not clear why the shed addition is placed in its proposed location. Placing it on the other

’ side of the house, while still within the Buffer, would be 40 feet further away from the water. Also, it
seems to be located almost on top of an existing septic tank. Has this septic tank been removed? If
possible, we recommend that the shed be removed and the utilities be incorporated into the existing
house. If approved, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for the additional disturbance within the
Buffer.

Also, while not the subject of this variance request, why are there two septic systems associated with
the house under construction? The pool house was labeled as a garage on previous plans. Is the pool
house an additional dwelling unit with a separate septic system?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely, ’.
L/\M Uk C(,uu fl«U/L"‘

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA139-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. ' STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0077-V, Herbert & Shirley Clark
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and stormwater management device with less setbacks and
buffer than required and on steep slopes The property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single family
dwelling on it. However, impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. As proposed, there is some direct impact to the expanded Buffer to the stream and to

. steep slopes. If possible, we recommend that the stormwater management device be moved to the
eastern side of the driveway to reduce the limits of disturbance on the steep slopes. We recommend
mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance within the expanded Buffer. The Buffer to the stream
requires expansion of four feet for every percent of slope or to the top of the slope, whichever is greater
in extent. While not shown on the site plan, it appears that the entire lot is within the expanded Buffer
based on the steepness of the slopes.

Thank you for the opportunityto comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

f\” Jiue &[um[(-((/)/—v

eeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc! AA140-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 30, 2001

Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Morgan
Queen Anne’s County
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Gibson’s Grant/White’s Heritage Ptsp. - Concept Plan - Revision #1
CP #04-0011-0007(c)

Dear Ms. Hyer-Morgan:

This office has received the information for Revision #1 of the concept plan for Gibson’s Grant. The
applicant proposes to create a traditional neighborhood development containing 750 dwelling units
in various forms. The parcel is 138.6 acres in size, with 103.3 acres in the Critical Area. The
Critical Area portion of the property is partially LDA and partially RCA. The LDA designation on
70.8 acres is a result of growth allocation granted partially in the interim period prior to the County’s
Program adoption (approximately 51 acres) and partially in 1996 when the Kent Island Golf Club
was proposed (approximately 20 acres). This proposal calls for a redesignation of the LDA to IDA
and for growth allocation for 31.18 acres to change part of the RCA to IDA. Commission staff has
reviewed the information provided and we have the following comments:

Buffers

1. A 100-foot Buffer is now shown around the pocket of wetlands on the eastern side of the
existing driveway at the headwaters of Macum Creek indicating that these wetlands are in
fact tidal. However, the County’s required 300-foot shore Buffer is not shown around these
wetlands. The 300-foot Buffer should be shown in this area. It appears that "Street C" will
be located within the 300-foot Buffer. As stated in our previous letter, in order to protect the
sensitive nature of Macum Creek, Commission staff recommends that the 300-foot shore
Buffer be maintained along the entire creek shoreline including the fringing tidal wetlands.

2. Commission staff notes that most of the lots have been moved out of the 300-foot shore
Buffer; however, stormwater management ponds and active recreation areas (and perhaps
roads as described in Comment #1 above) are still proposed within this area. As stated
previously, and based on conditions placed on the approval of growth allocation for the Four
Seasons project, Commission staff recommends that all development activity be eliminated
from the full 300-foot setback/shore Buffer to Macum Creek. This would significantly

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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reduce the growth allocation necessary for this project, conserving more of the County’s
growth allocation for other projects.

3. Justification for reduction of the shore buffer along the Chester River and Macum Creek
should be provided.
4. Commission staff notes the proposed impervious 7-foot wide pedestrian trail extending from

Riverside Park to the Manor House located almost entirely within the 100-foot Buffer. The
Buffer should be established in natural forest cover and such a path may interfere with
Buffer re-establishment. Paths should be designed to be pervious with canopy cover and
should be located outside of the 100-foot Buffer, except for accessways to water-dependent
facilities.

5. When available, more specific information should be provided on the future plans for the
existing driveway from the Piney Creek Service Road to the Manor House. We recommend
that it be limited to pedestrian access and that it be made narrower in width, such that the
Buffer can be restored in these areas.

6. Please provide conceptual Buffer Planting Plans as early as possible in the review process.

Stormwater Management

7. Please provide the 10% pollutant reduction calculations and stormwater plans to this office
for review as early as possible in the review process. This information will be necessary for
the Commission to process a formal request for growth allocation for this project.

Water-Dependent Facilities

8. Please provide additional detail on the newly proposed "launch pier" as well as the proposed
fishing/crabbing pier. Also provide additional detail on any proposed renovations to the boat
house.

Growth Allocation

9. The applicant is now requesting growth allocation for the entirety of the RCA portion of the

site, including the 7.54 acres in the southeastern corner of the property. The stormwater
pond and active recreation area shown in this location are serving the project and are
therefore part of the development envelope. Deduction of growth allocation for this area is
consistent with the County’s Program and the Commission’s Policy on Growth Allocation.

10. The County must provide documentation of how the locational guidelines for growth
allocation contained in the Criteria (COMAR 27.01.02.06) have been addressed. Examples
of such documentation may include staff reports, Planning Commission minutes, maps, etc.




Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Morgan
March 30, 2001
Page 3

General Comments

11. When available, the applicant should provide additional detail on the following: existing
condition and future use of the small island; any proposed renovation to the existing pool
within the Buffer; and on-site afforestation and reforestation areas.

12. Commission staff will contact County staff to arrange a joint site visit in the near future.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this revision of the concept plan. Due to a scheduling
conflict between the STAC meeting and our regular Commission meeting, I will not be able to
attend the STAC meeting. If you have any questions conceming these comments or would like to
discuss these issues further, please call me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

%Z’( /M/LLL &Wé&/}

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC595-00
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 3, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0103-V, Frederick Johnston
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than required and with
disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a number
of existing structures, one of which appears to be a dwelling.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this lot. Ideally, the new dwelling and/or garage would

‘ take advantage of the existing footprint of some of the buildings, especially the ones outside of the
Buffer. However, we do recognize that there will be an overall net decrease in impervious surfaces
(though it appears that there will be an increase within the 100-foot Buffer) and the new dwelling is
further from the water than the existing one. Would it be possible to move the new dwelling closer to
the road? We recommend that it be shifted to sit parallel with the shoreline if possible. This would
minimize intrusion into the Buffer. We recommend mitigation at a 2:1 ratio for new impervious areas
within the Buffer. Areas where impervious surfaces are removed should be priority locations for the
plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

ﬁu /v;uu,g (/ }_a,.-/wﬁZUL/

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA189-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
) 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 5, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Variance, Schulz
Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative variance. The
applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to construct a swimming
pool within the Buffer. The property is 1.2 acres in size and is currently developed with a single
family dwelling.

Given the size of the property and the availability of feasible alternative designs, this office can
not support the variance requested. Please note, an impervious surface variance for the pool or
any other construction will also be necessary. There is a small area in the western corner of the
large parking area that is outside of the Buffer that could potentially be used for locating a
swimming pool. As staked on site, the pool is located approximately only 40 feet from the
shoreline. This does not minimize the disturbance in the Buffer to the least intrusion necessary.
The property is not Buffer-exempt. With modifications to the garage and perhaps decks on the
back of the house, a pool could potentially be placed entirely outside of the Buffer without the
need for a Buffer or an impervious surface variance. While perhaps not as desirable, the pool
could also be placed in the expansive front yard. As proposed however, this office must oppose
the variance requested.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

, . /

f\g‘l o Chauditn
LeeAﬁne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC205-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 5, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Administrative Variance, Brian Mayhew

Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative variance. The
applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to construct a swimming
pool within the Buffer. The property is 2.16 acres in size and is currently undeveloped. The
property sits on the point between the Chesapeake Bay and Eastern Bay. The Chesapeake Bay
shoreline is designated as Buffer Exempt while the Eastern Bay shoreline is not. The swimming pool
is being proposed shoreward of a proposed new dwelling.

Given the size of the property and the availability of feasible alternative designs, this office can not
support the variance requested. The house could be designed and placed to ensure that there is no
impact to the 100-foot Buffer. The large circular driveway could be eliminated or shifted back to
allow the pool to be shifted out of the Buffer. It is our understanding that there are some septic
issues which affect the placement of the dwelling. However, it is our understanding that the
proposal to have a separate septic system (and two reserve areas) specifically for laundry waste is a
choice and not a requirement.- If the three drainage areas for the wash water were eliminated or even
reduced to two (i.e., having one reserve area rather than two), the house could be moved back.
Commission staff understands that there is a desire to preserve some existing trees. Nonetheless,
protection of the Buffer is a priority of the County’s Critical Area Pro gram.

Given the feasible alternatives to locating the pool within the Buffer, there does not appear to be a
hardship in this case. We recommend that the applicant redesign the development of the parcel to
eliminate all impacts to the 100-foot Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this variance
request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

Wu@ Cudlen
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC206-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 5, 2001

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Administrative Variance #04-01-01, Ann Westergard
Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative variance. The
applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to construct a stairway
addition onto an existing dwelling. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed
with a single family dwelling in very close proximity to the shoreline.

Due to the location of the existing dwelling (i.e. any addition or change to the structure would
require a variance), the minimal size of the addition, and the fact that the addition will be placed
over existing brick, this office does not oppose the variance requested. Mitigation should be
provided in accordance with Section 14-168(c)(3) of the County’s Zoning Ordinarnce.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

%J(U%ubﬂé ébuw&ba
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: QC195-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 5, 2001

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Variance #04-01-02, John Cover
Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative variance. The
applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to construct a sunroom
addition onto an existing dwelling. The property is currently developed with a single family
dwelling and a detached garage.

Due to the location of the existing dwelling (i.e. any addition or change to the structure would
require a variance) and the reasonable size of the proposed addition, this office does not oppose
the variance requested. Mitigation should be provided in accordance with Section 14-168(c)(3)
of the County’s Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

WM&. Claud i
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC196-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
. 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 5, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Administrative Variance, John Cannon

Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative variance. The
applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to construct a swimming
pool shoreward of an existing structure within the Buffer. The property is approximately 0.5
acres in size and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

There does not appear to be a feasible alternative location for a swimming on this lot due to the
size of the lot, the existing septic fields and the well. The property is Buffer Exempt and some

. neighboring properties are developed up to the minimum 50-foot setback. Some neighboring
properties are also developed with swimming pools, including the adjacent property to the north.
It is our understanding that the septic areas can not be relocated due to the limited space on this
lot. If a pool is approved, we recommend that the size be limited to 33 feet by 17 feet inclusive
of the surrounding surface (based on the size of the pool on the adjacent property). No
disturbance should occur closer than 50 feet to the shoreline. Also, mitigation should be
provided in accordance with Section 14-168(c)(3) of the County’s Zoning Ordinance. This
section requires that the extent of the lot shoreward of the new development be established and
maintained in natural vegetation and that natural vegetation of an area twice the extent of the
impervious surface be created on the property. Given that this lot is maintained as manicured
lawn down to the bulkhead, there is ample opportunity to plant native trees and shrubs on this
site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely, ,
Muu @uuﬂﬂu
eecAnne Chandler
. Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC204-01
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0040-V, Anthony Grieb
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit an inground swimming pool with less setbacks and Buffer than

required. The property has a split designation of LDA and RCA and is developed with a house and
driveway.

Information provided with the application did not include specific information on the dimension of the
pool. In addition, the site plan provided is not according to the scale listed so it is difficult to assess the
site for alternative locations. According to the impervious information provided, there will be a 1200
square foot increase in impervious surface due to the pool. This is excessive. If the footprint of the
pool were made smaller, it appears that it could potentially be placed outside of the stream Buffer,
eliminating the need for the variance. Based on the rough site plan, it appears that a smaller pool could
be accommodated closer to the house, east of the well (i.e., close to where the driveway ends). As
proposed, this office can not support the variance requested. It does not appear to be the minimum to
provide relief. A pool also does not appear to be a standard amenity in this neighborhood of mixed
house sizes and styles. There does not appear to be an unwarranted hardship in this case.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the requested revised information when it is
available. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part of the record for this variance
request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
o f {
paspaas Clai lo
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

e AA94-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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' STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0102-V, Shaun Abbott
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a deck addition with less Buffer than required. The property is
designated LDA and is developed with a house approved under Variance Case No. 1998-0310-V.

No information was provided as to the proposed size or location of the deck. The conditions placed on
the variance allowing the house specifically stated, “the applicants shall not exceed the limits of

' disturbance depicted on the site plan submitted in these proceedings.” Is additional disturbance
necessary in order to construct the deck? Will construction of the deck create additional disturbance
such that a new non-tidal wetland authorization will be necessary? This information and a revised site

plan showing the deck should be provided. We suggest that any proposed deck be cantilevered in order
to minimize additional disturbance to the wetlands.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please provide the requested revised information when it is
available. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part of the record for this variance
request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely, \ f (
e LM/A@ 55 S
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA188-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822.9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0094-V, Kelly Krick
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit dwelling additions with less setbacks and Buffer than required and with
greater impervious surface than allowed. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed
with a house and attached screened porch.

Due to the small size of the lot, total impervious surface area allowed is limited to 2219 square feet
while a total of 2905 square feet is proposed. We recommend that the proposed garage addition and
driveway be made smaller to conform with the restrictions. Also, it may be appropriate to eliminate
some existing impervious surface including the existing gravel driveway. We have no comment on the
side setback variance. If a minimal impervious surface variance is approved, we recommend that it be
conditioned on addressing stormwater management for all of the impervious area on the lot. It could
potentially include planting trees and shrubs along with residential best management practices such as
dry wells or french drains to capture all roof runoff. Lastly, it is our understanding that the applicant
also owns lots 11 and 12 across the alley. While the County will not permit lot consolidation due to the
alley, the applicant may place the lots under an easement such that the total impervious for all of the
lots would be consistent with the regulations.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely . |
/LMLL @lL[L f,([U,u_/

eeAntie Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: AA181-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 6, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0099-V, Karen Lerch
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The
property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house and shed.

This office often does not oppose additions of reasonable size provided that impacts are minimized and
the variance requested the minimum to provide relief. Would it be possible to shorten the proposed

‘ porch, such that the bedroom addition could be accommodated entirely outside of the wetland buffer?
Alternatively, could the addition be made slightly smaller (perhaps 20 by 14 rather than 20 by 20) to
reduce impacts? If possible, we recommend that the proposal be redesigned to avoid the need for a
variance. If the variance is approved, it should be conditioned on authorization from MDE. Also, we
recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance in the Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision

made in this case.

Smcerely,

fy o Chad (o
LeeAnne Ghandler

Natural Resources Planner

ccC: AA185-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 9, 2001

Ms. Charlene Morgan VIA FACSIMILE
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0054-V, Marianne Walish
Dear Ms. Morgan:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance request. The applicant is
proposing to construct a screened patio with less setbacks than required. The property is
designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

Because there are no impacts to habitat protection areas and because the porch will be placed
over existing impervious surface, this office has no comment on this setback variance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerel | -
ﬂuy L @uuu(@

LeeAnnke Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

AA217-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 2160i
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 9, 2001 VIA FACSIMILE

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0039-V, Robert Hoyt - REVISED COMMENTS
Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

Commission staff has reviewed the revised information provided on the above referenced
variance request. The applicant is proposing to tear down an existing dwelling and reconstruct it
with some additions. An existing garage will be torn down and reconstructed as well. The
property is designated LDA and is developed with a house, pool, garage and driveway.

We do not oppose the redevelopment of this lot. Impacts should be minimized and the variance

. requested the minimum to provide relief. The limits of disturbance, existing vegetation, and
proposed grading are not properly shown on the site plan. Impervious surfaces already exceed
the amount permitted; though with the removal of some existing impervious, there will be a net
reduction overall. Ideally, the addition would be placed away from the water, though it would
still be within the expanded Buffer. The use of heavy equipment should be minimized in the
vicinity of the steep slopes. If possible, we recommend that the footers for the deck expansion be
hand dug. Given the large amount of existing impervious, we recommend that stormwater runoff
be managed in some way. Ata minimum, it should be directed away from the steep slopes. We
also recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance within the expanded Buffer. Areas
where impervious surfaces are removed should be a priority location for plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for the
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

Ao Chand L

LeeArne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: AA93-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 9, 2001 VIA FACSIMILE

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0036-V, Dan Hale - COMMENTS ON REVISED PLAN

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Commission staff has received a fax copy of the revised plans for the above referenced variance
request. The applicant is proposing to construct a dwelling with less setbacks and with
disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

‘ The revised plans show a reduction in the limits of disturbance along with a reduction in the
disturbance to steep slopes. A long (110 feet), more narrow structure is proposed, which helps
preserve some of the steep slopes. It may be appropriate to reduce the overall footprint of the
dwelling. Also, how will stormwater management be addressed? If the size of the dwelling were
further reduced, stormwater management may not be required. It seems that a dwelling could be
accommodated on this lot with fewer impacts. As proposed, nearly 60% (8856 square feet) of
the lot will be disturbed, necessitating mitigation at a 3:1 ratio.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

MMQ C/L[U?([Z[LL/_’

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA87-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

. (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 11, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0092-V, Karl Roes

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance request. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks and Buffer
than required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated RCA and is
currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single

‘ family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. We recognize that any development would require a variance due to the extent of
the expanded Buffer. However, as proposed, it does not appear that impacts have been
minimized. We recommend redesigning to reduce impacts. Just by eliminating the side-entrance
driveway and perhaps shifting the house on an angle, the direct impacts to steep slopes could be
entirely avoided. Slightly changing the footprint or reducing the depth of the house could further
minimize impacts. We recommend that these changes be made to ensure the variance request is
the minimum necessary to provide relief. Also, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratlo for all
impacts to the expanded Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

R /Wu L /wu([u\

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA179-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 @
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

, (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 11, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0097-V, Hohman Bayer
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance request. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks and Buffer
than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently vacant.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to

‘ provide relief. It appears that the Buffer is incorrectly drawn on the site plan provided.
Specifically, the Buffer has been drawn from the property line, rather than mean high water.
Also, there are areas of 15% or greater slopes that have not been appropriately identified. The
site plan should be corrected and re-submitted. Regardless, it appears that impacts could be
further minimized. This property is not Buffer Exempt and an effort should be made to locate
the dwelling entirely outside of the 100-foot Buffer. We recommend that the house be
redesigned, perhaps with a smaller footprint, in order to reduce impacts. (The three-car garage
and irregular footprint appear to be creating additional impact.) We recommend mitigation for
any disturbance within the 100-foot Buffer at a 3 to 1 ratio and for clearing outside of the Buffer
atal to | ratio.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely,

Kiﬂ (landbor_

Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: AAI183-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 11, 2001

Mr. Kenneth L. McLawhon, Town Manager
Town of Indian Head

4195 Indian Head Highway

Indian Head, MD 20640

RE: Ken Ammar - Site Plan dated March 2001

Dear Mr. McLawhon:

This office has received the most recent site plan and reforestation plan for the Ammar property.
Commission staff has reviewed the information provided. It does not appear that all of the
information necessary for review has been provided on the site plan submitted. Specifically, the
plans lack important topographical details necessary to determine the extent of Buffer expansion.
In addition, at the meeting of January 11, 2001 as well as correspondence of December 13, 2000
and November 29, 2000, we had recommended that two-foot topographical contours be provided
along the length of the driveway, including the area where the steep slopes were excavated. This
information has not been provided on the plans to date. Also, the site plan incorrectly identifies
the "permitted limits of clearing and disturbance." It is our understanding that the only permit
issued by the Town was for the 33 by 33 foot "temporary" dwelling shown on the plans dated
February 2000. To our knowledge, a revised permit has not been issued.

It is our understanding that the Town is using the Critical Area ordinance that was in effect at the
time the project was originally submitted. That ordinance requires (as do the State regulations)
Buffer expansion when there are contiguous steep slopes. Specifically, it states, "the Buffer shall
be expanded beyond 100 feet to include contiguous sensitive areas, such as steep slopes, hydric
soils, or highly erodible soils, whose development or disturbance may impact streams, wetlands,
or other aquatic environments. In the case of contiguous slopes of 15 percent or greater, the
buffer shall be expanded 4 feet for every 1 percent of slope, or to the top of the slope, whichever
is greater in extent." Buffer expansion for steep slopes is mandatory. The Critical Area notes
state, "the Critical Area Buffer has been expanded for slopes cliffs at a rate of 2' for 50 years,
wetlands, and streams." This statement and method of Buffer expansion is not consistent with
the Town’s Critical Area Program or the State Critical Area Criteria. Please also refer to our
previous comments dated December 13, 2001 regarding Buffer expansion.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Kenneth McLawhon
April 11, 2001
Page 2

At our meeting on January 11, 2001, we had discussed the need for a field run topographical
survey to produce two-foot contours in the vicinity of the driveway, stream, Buffers and cleared
areas. It appears that only some of this information has been provided. In order to accurately
determine the extent of Buffer expansion, topographical information should be provided for the
area within the Buffer to the Potomac River as well as the Buffer to the streams on site. Areas of
slopes of 15% or greater should be clearly delineated. The Buffer must be expanded four feet for
every percent of slope and must be appropriately identified on the site plan. This information is
standard for Critical Area projects which impact Habitat Protection Areas such as the Buffer as
well as areas of steep slopes. The square footage of disturbance within the Buffer should be
quantified. Also, the site plan now shows utilities running along the driveway to the house.
Mitigation should be provided forany disturbance beyond the existing gravel driveway.

With regard to the proposed mitigation planting plan, it is not possible to provide a final review
until the Buffer is appropriately delineated and mitigation is properly quantified. More specific
information should be provided on the planting plan. What species are proposed to be used?
What is the proposed size of the trees and shrubs to be planted? What is the proposed spacing of
the trees? This information must be provided in the mitigation plan. The planting plan should
include information on the existing vegetation as well as the proposed plantings. If there are any
questions regarding recommended species or other details of reforestation, Critical Area staff can
assist.

Please keep the Commission up to date with any information pertaining to this site and please
provide revised information as it becomes available. If you have any.questions or would like to
discuss this matter further, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

. i

f\é;, U (,(w/ww/)/-
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Andrew Stephenson, Esq.
Ren Serey, Executive Director
[H105-00
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

. (410) 260-3460 Fax; (410) 974-5338
April 16, 2001 ‘

Ms. Lisa M. Collison

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Subdivision #02-01-04-0001-C
Cypress Creek Builders, Inc.

Dear Ms. Collison:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced subdivision. The applicant is
combining two existing lots into one in order to provide enough area to build a single family
dwelling with on-site well and septic. The lots are designated LDA and are currently
undeveloped. Provided that all Critical Area requirements are met in the course of lot
development (including impervious surface and clearing limits), it appears that the proposed lot
consolidation is consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions of concerns regarding
these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely, . 1 |
Hpgpuae Gl
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

QC216-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 17,2001

Mr. Douglas G. Wetmore

Principal Environmental Planner

Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance Department
101 North 14th Street, 17th Floor

Richmond, VA 23219

RE:  Buffer Information
Dear Doug:

With this letter, [ have enclosed the information you requested on Critical Area Buffers.
Included are the following:

1.~ A copy of the DRAFT Critical Area Buffer paper that our science advisor, Claudia Jones,
is working on. It contains background on the purposes and benefits of the Buffer, as well
. as the particular methods of measuring and establishing the Buffer in the Maryland
Critical Area.

2. A form entitled, “Critical Area Buffer Management Plan” which is meant for property
owners conducting activities within the Buffer.

3. A copy of the Commission’s Residential Buffer Exemption Area Policy. As you know
BEAs are those areas where the Buffer is already compromised by existing activities and
Structures. This policy was written specifically for single family detached residential
development.

4. A copy of the Commission’s Buffer Exemption Area Policy for Commercial, Industrial,
Institutional, Recreational and Multi-family Residential Development. This policy was
developed after it was discovered that there were some large properties designated as
Buffer Exempt. It is meant to provide flexibility to allow commercial or other more
intense development while gaining some environmental benefit through mitigation.

5. A copy of the Swan Point Alternative for BEAs. It represents an innovative way of
providing flexibility for that particular development.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Douglas Wetmore
April 17,2001
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6. Lastly, though it is not specific to the Maryland Critical Area, I have enclosed a copy of
an article from a journal called Coastal Management. 1t provides a good summary of the
pros and cons of various methods of applying a buffer in the Coastal Zone throughout the
U.S It seems that the University of Rhode Island Coastal Resources Center has done a lot
of work on the issue.

I also have numerous articles on the benefits of Buffers, determination of optimal width, and
example regulations from local governments. If you are interested in any particular issue or
topic, I’d be happy to send additional information to you.

I hope this information is useful. Please let me know how your project is going. If you have any
questions or would like additional information, please feel free to contact me at (410) 260-3477.
Take care and keep in touch.

Sincgrely,

LeeAnv/edg}iandler

Natural Resources Planner
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 17,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0104-V, Susan Solomon
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit dwelling additions with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property has a split designation of LDA and RCA and is currently developed with
a single family dwelling.

The information provided was not clear as to the distance between the proposed improvements
and the shoreline. Also, the site plan shows wetlands but does not label them as non-tidal or
tidal. This should be clarified as there may be additional buffers from the wetlands. Also, State
tidal wetlands can not be included in the lot area for the impervious surface calculations. With
regard to the improvements proposed on the Herring Bay side of the dwelling, we recommend
that the proposed stone terrace be replaced with a pervious deck and be turned 90 degrees such
that Buffer intrusion is reduced. Mitigation should be provided at a 2:1 ratio for new impervious
surfaces within the Buffer and at a 1:1 ratio for new impervious outside of the Buffer in
accordance with the County’s Buffer Exemption Area rules. The Buffer should be a priority
location for the plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

YN v 3
Ni /-'lw CW,L all
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA203-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 18, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0113-V, Elizabeth McGovern
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with disturbance
to steep slopes and with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The property is designated LDA
and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

This office does not oppose the redevelopment of this lot. Impacts should be minimized as much
as possible. Since the proposed dwelling is a replacement of the existing one, would it be
possible to take better advantage of the existing footprint and reduce new impacts to the steep
slopes? If that is not possible due to health department setbacks, we recommend eliminating or
reducing the bump out on the southwestern side of the house to minimize new impacts to steep
slopes. We recommend that the deck footers be installed by hand or that the deck be cantilevered
to reduce disturbance to the slopes. Extraneous grading and clearing should be eliminated.

Areas where impervious surfaces are removed should be revegetated to ensure perviousness.
Reforestation should be provided at a 3 to 1 ratio for clearing 34% of the woodland from this site
in accordance with the County Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case. '

Sincerely,

P fad g b
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner -

cc: AA208-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 18, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE:  Variance 2001-0105-V, Edwin Campbell
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The
property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

First, it appears that a variance to the impervious surface limits is also required. A lot of this size is
permitted up to 31.25% imperviousness. While existing impervious (5385 square feet) already
exceeds the permitted amount (approximately 3906 square feet), an increase is proposed which
necessitates the impervious surface variance. We suggest that an equivalent amount be removed
such that the additional variance would not be necessary.

With regard to the Buffer variance, this office often does not oppose additions of reasonable size
provided that impacts are minimized. As the impervious surface coverage indicates, the lot is
heavily developed with a driveway, detached garage, shed, dwelling and patio. With the addition,
the dwelling will be 78 feet long. Would it be possible to expand the sunroom along the side of the
house, rather than extending towards the water? Do the houses on the adjacent properties intrude as
far into the Buffer? We recommend further minimizing the request. If approved, mitigation should
be provided at a 2:1 ratio for the new impervious surface within the Buffer in accordance with the
County’s Buffer Exemption Area rules. Also, we recommend that stormwater management be
provided to address runoff from the existing and proposed impervious surfaces on this site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,
?

/m wit Cha a‘(éfzﬂ
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA207-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 18,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0115-V, Severn Associates
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property has a split designated of LDA and RCA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
familing dwelling on it. Impacts must be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. The property is heavily impacted by tidal and non-tidal wetlands. Are these State
tidal wetlands or private wetlands? This should be clarified because State tidal wetlands can not
be included in the lot area for purposes of calculating impervious coverage. The application and
site plan both state that a variance of 94 feet to non-tidal wetlands is requested. Given that the
buffer to non-tidal wetlands is 25 feet, this does not appear to be correct. If feasible, we
recommend that the proposed dwelling be made smaller to reduce impacts. We recognize that
similar variances were requested and approved on adjacent lots. However, the house proposed
on this lot is even closer to the wetlands than Lots | and 2. We recommend mitigation at a 3:1
ratio be provided for all disturbance within the Buffer. Also, we recommend that similar
conditions be placed on any approval for this property as for Lots 1 and 2 (Variance Case Nos.
1999-0226-V and 1999-0227-V).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely, g ‘
/gu Al [‘Z@w@

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA209-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 18,2001

Ms. Cathy Maxwell

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Variance Case No. V-030011, Joanne Goodall
Dear Ms. Maxwell:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance case. The applicant is
requesting a variance from the side yard setbacks to construct a sunroom. The property is
designated LDA and is currently developed with a house, garage, driveway and shed.

The site plan provided indicates that there is a total of approximately 3648 square feet of
impervious surfaces already on the property. This amount exceeds the 31.25% limit (3294
square feet) set out in the regulations. However, in discussing the application with Mr.
Palmatary, he indicated that there will only be a total of 3270 square feet. He also indicated that
the applicant was removing 138 square feet of a concrete walkway. These impervious surface
quantities should be verified. Provided that there is no net increase in impervious surfaces such
that the limits can be met, this office has no concerns regarding the side yard variance requested.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this variance request. Please include this letter in your
file and submit it as part of the record. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the
decision made in this case.

Sincerely,
Leemhandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC201-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 18,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE:  Variance 2001-0112-V, Kathleen Smith
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with disturbance
to steep slopes and with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The property is designated LDA
and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

This office does not oppose the redevelopment of this lot. Impacts should be minimized as much
as possible. Existing impervious surfaces exceed the permitted amount and it appears that there
will be a slight decrease due to redevelopment. It is not clear why it is necessary to grade the
area near the western corner of the house. Any extraneous grading should be eliminated from the
proposal to keep new disturbance to the steep slopes to the minimum. Also, we recommend that
the deck footers be installed by hand or that the deck be cantilevered to reduce disturbance to the
slopes. Areas where impervious surfaces are removed should be revegetated to ensure
perviousness. Reforestation should be provided at a 1.5 to 1 ratio for clearing 29% of the
woodland from this site in accordance with the County Zoning Ordinance. .

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

M:Q&WM

Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA631-99

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
April 18,2001 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
’ (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Mogan
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Fellows, Helfenbein & Newman Funeral Home - Minor Site Plan
MISP 04-01-01-0007(c) — Revision #1

Dear Ms. Hyer-Morgan:

Thank you for providing the revised plans for the above referenced minor site plan. The applicant is
proposing to construct an addition to an existing funeral home and reconfigure the parking lot. The property
is designated LDA and is 0.943 acres in size. The applicant received a variance from the County Board of
Appeals to exceed the 15% impervious surface limit.

It appears that a swale has been added for stormwater management. We have several questions with regard to

‘ the stormwater calculations provided. First, the calculations should be based only on existing and proposed
conditions on Parcel 311. The exception would be only if there is some agreement regarding a prohibition of
any future new impervious surfaces on parcels 90 and 91. Second, the drainage maps provided do not clearly
indicate how the proposed grasses swale would serve the entire site. It does not appear that all runoff from
the entire site will flow through the grassed swale. The flow from “A” to “B” to “C” does not go near the
proposed swale. Lastly, the removal efficiency listed for the grassed swale indicates that it is being sized for
the first /2 inch of runoff. Please be aware that stormwater quality management in the Critical Area will be
required to meet the new MDE stormwater regulations which come into effect July 1, 2001. This includes
treatment of the first full inch of runoff.

With regard to the proposed landscaping plan, we recommend that native species be used on all sites within
the Cnitical Area. The majority of the species proposed on this property are not native to Maryland.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If changes are made to the project as proposed, please forward

revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please
contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely, .

LeeAnne Chandler
_ ‘ Natural Resources Planner

CcC. QC496-00 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 23, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

VIA FACSIMILE
Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variances 2001-0064-V and 2001-0065-V, Randal Scholl - Comments on Revised Plans
Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

This office has received revised plans for the above referenced variance applications. The
applicant is requesting two variances to permit dwellings and associated facilities with less
setbacks and Buffer than required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The properties are
designated LDA and appear to be currently undeveloped.

For Lot 1A, the revisions include a different house design with a side entrance garage, a
driveway along the side of the house, and the plans now show the proposed septic tank and pump

. location. Total proposed impervious surfaces have been decreased to 11.3% of the site. Total
clearing has been decreased by redesigning the proposed septic system and utilizing one deep dry
well as the primary system. It appears that impacts have been significantly reduced.
Reforestation should be provided at the appropriate ratio for all clearing.’

For Lot 2A, the revised plans show the same house design but have added detail such as the
proposed septic system and driveway. Due to health department distance requirements, it
appears that some steep slope disturbance is unavoidable. The previously proposed disturbance
crossing the steep slopes for the septic lines has been eliminated by utilizing dry wells as the
primary system. While a different or smaller house footprint would slightly reduce impacts, it
does appear that impacts have been reduced and are better explained. Reforestation should be
provided at the appropriate ratio for all clearing.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file along with our
original comments and submit them as part of the record for these variances. Also, please notify
the Commission in writing of the decision made in these cases.

Sincerely, .
/%%Wz @/MM{( [&V
LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

. cC: AA121-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 23, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
Mr. Richard A. Mclntyre
Queen Anne’s County Post-1t™ brand fax transmittal memo 7671 [#of pages » 77
Parks and Recreation ™ Dick Mot From ) c¢ Pnne Cliaae((y
P.O. Box 37 Co. 0 L
Centreville, Maryland 21617 Dept. %e# 20 B3H77
IF 7 B -~ ) Fax #
RE: Blue Heron Golf Course Expansion { H0) 758 - 05¢ ¢,

Dear Mr. Mclntyre:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed plans for the Blue Heron Golf
Course Expansion and for taking me around the site on Friday, April 20, 2001. Based on
our site visit and the plans you have provided, I have the following comments:

Il The Critical Area 100-foot Buffer is not shown on the north side of the tidal
marsh (in the area of the existing course). It should be delineated and all new
. disturbance should be outside of the 100-foot Buffer. This includes the
proposed renovations to the existing course.

2% You indicated in the field that the tee boxes for Hole Numbers 5 and 6 had
been moved outside of the Buffer. Revised plans should be provided which
indicate the new locations for the tees. All tees, sand traps, greens, and
stormwater ponds should be located out of the Buffer.

3 While we were on site, we discussed the proposed tree clearing within the
Buffer for the fairway for Hole Number 5. It is my understanding that only
the taller trees would be removed and that the shrub layer would be left intact.
The tree clearing should be quantified. We recommend mitigation for this
clearing in the Buffer at a 3:1 ratio. The Buffer should be a priority location
for the plantings.

4. Areas where the Buffer is not fully vegetated should be targeted for planting
trees and shrubs.
S The proposed 10-foot wide timber bridge across the tidal marsh may be

excessive in width. You had indicated that it was the same size as the bridges
used in the cross-island trail. However, this golf course will not have similar

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman =AY Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 23,2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Richard A. Mclntyre
Queen Anne’s County

Parks and Recreation

P.O. Box 37

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Blue Heron Golf Course Expansion
Dear Mr. Mclntyre:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed plans for the Blue Heron Golf
Course Expansion and for taking me around the site on Friday, April 20, 2001. Based on
our site visit and the plans you have provided, I have the following comments:

1. The Critical Area 100-foot Buffer is not shown on the north side of the tidal
marsh (in the area of the existing course). It should be delineated and all new
disturbance should be outside of the 100-foot Buffer. This includes the
proposed renovations to the existing course.

You indicated in the field that the tee boxes for Hole Numbers 5 and 6 had
been moved outside of the Buffer. Revised plans should be provided which
indicate the néw locations for the tees. All tees, sand traps, greens, and
stormwater ponds should be located out of the Buffer.

While we were on site, we discussed the proposed tree clearing within the
Buffer for the fairway for Hole Number 5. It is my understanding that only
the taller trees would be removed and that the shrub layer would be left intact.
The tree clearing should be quantified. We recommend mitigation for this
clearing in the Buffer at a 3:1 ratio. The Buffer should be a priority location
for the plantings.

Areas where the Buffer is not fully vegetated should be targeted for planting
trees and shrubs.

The proposed 10-foot wide timber bridge across the tidal marsh may be
excessive in width. You had indicated that it was the same size as the bridges
used in the cross-island trail. However, this golf course will not have similar

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Richard A. McIntyre
April 23, 2001
Page 2

volume or type of traffic as the trail. We recommend a bridge width of six to
eight feet.

Plans should be provided which show the LDA/RCA demarcation line.
Structures such as the clubhouse and associated parking should be limited to
the LDA portion of the site. The County’s Zoning Ordinance limits certain
facilities within the RCA. In regard to golf courses, it states (Section 14-
139(b)(3)(v), “Certain nonresidential uses may be permitted in Resource
Conservation Areas if it is first determined by the Department that the
proposed use is one of the following: ... 3. The proposed use is a golf course,
but not including main building and structures, e.g. club house, pro-shop,
etc.” [emphasis added]. As proposed and based on the Critical Area boundary
map, it appears that the clubhouse, clubhouse pavilion and the majority of the
parking are proposed within the RCA.

As a local agency project, a consistency report in accordance with COMAR 27.02.02
should be provided to this office. In order to make a finding of consistency, the issues
above must be addressed. If you have any questions or concerns or if you would like to
discuss any of the above comments in more detail, please feel free to contact me at (410)
260-3477.

Sincerely,
L{E%Ielc[handler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Steve Cohoon, Dept. of Planning & Zoning
QC243-01




Judge John C. North, II \ilita) Ren Serey
Chairman A Executive Director

. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

. 410) 260-3460 L4 -
April 23, 2001 (410) Fax: (410) 974-5338 VIA FACSIMILE

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2001-0055-V, Costello — REVISED COMMENTS

Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is requesting a
variance to permit a dwelling with disturbance to steep slopes on a newly created lot. The parent parcel is
designated LDA and is developed with a large waterfront dwelling. The lot is proposed to be split into two, to allow
construction of another dwelling.

At the request of the property owner, Commission staff visited the site on April 19, 2001. The proposed lot is
wooded, with a relatively level “knoll” surrounded by steep slopes. Our previous letter raised concerns regarding
the location of the existing dwelling within the Buffer and the clearing which appeared on the site plan. The
property owner indicated that the existing dwelling was placed in its location because a structure previously existed

.there. He also indicated that he had sewer lines installed to serve his dwelling and others to address failing septic
systems in the immediate vicinity of the property. He further explained that he installed shore erosion control
measures to limit further sediment from entering the River from his shoreline. We acknowledge that these

activities undoubtedly reduced pollutants entering the Severn River.

Nonetheless, this office continues to have concern about the proposed subdivision. The proposed subdivision will
create a lot which requires a variance in order to be developed. This office can not support variances on non-
grandfathered lots. While we recognize that the proposed steep slope disturbance is less than 300 square feet, the
Critical Area requirements are clear in prohibiting disturbance on slopes of 15% or greater. In addition, it appears
that impervious surfaces may be a problem. Overall, the entire property is limited to 15% imperviousness. The
proposed subdivision and subsequent improvements on Lot 2 may increase imperviousness beyond that permitted.
There are brick sidewalks and a patio on the water side of the house that are not accounted for in the calculations.
If the steep slope variance is approved, it should be conditioned on meeting the strict impervious surface limitations
through the permanent removal of some existing impervious areas. Also, reforestation should be required at the
appropriate ratio, including taking the clearing which occurred during construction of the dwelling on Lot 1 into
account.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part of the record
for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

: .
At put Gl lea___
LeeAnfie Chandler
‘Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA115-01
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 24.2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Mainbrace (Lots 6 & 7), Subdivision with TDRs
File #05-99-070©, Revision #2

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

I have reviewed Revision #2 of the plat provided for the above referenced subdivision as
well as the previously submitted information contained in our files. Based on the
information we have received, it is not clear that the Commission’s previous comments
have been addressed. Specifically, our previous comments asked if reforestation for
clearing on Lots 1, 4, and 5 (totaling 0.804 acres) had been provided on site or if a fee
was paid in lieu of clearing. Also, have provisions for reforestation been made for

. clearing on the newly proposed Lots 6 & 7?7 While the note on Sheet 2 states that trees
must be replaced at a one to one ratio, it does not provide any further detail. Because the
forest areas have been identified as potential forest interior dwelling bird (FID) habitat,
we again recommend that the reforestation area be identified prior to subdivision
approval and that the area selected for reforestation be located such that it creates FID
habitat or expands an existing area of FID habitat.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this revision. Please include this letter in
your file and submit it as part of the record for this subdivision application. If you have
any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Smcerely,

 Chandlor——
Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC468-99

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 25, 2001

Ms. Sue Ann Hyer-Morgan
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Patricia M. Stabler Property
#07-00-0420© - Revision #1

Dear Ms. Hyer-Morgan:

Thank you for providing the revised plans for the above referenced subdivision. The
applicant is proposing to create 6 lots from a 137.4 acre parcel. The property has an RCA
designation and has 96.5 acres within the Critical Area.

‘ At one dwelling unit per twenty acres, only 4 dwelling units are permitted within the
Critical Area portion of the property. The revised plans show the development pads for
Lots 2 and 3 entirely outside of the Critical Area in accordance with our previous
comments. The adjacent Parcel 49 contains a tidal creek or gut. The 100-foot Buffer
should be shown from the landward boundary of this tidal marsh or creek. Based on the
site plan and the County Soil Survey, it appears that the Buffer may impact the Park Lane
right-of-way. Provided that 15% afforestation is provided, it appears that the proposed
subdivision is consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please contact me
at (410) 260-3477. If there are changes to the project which will impact Critical Area
resources, please forward them to this office for further review.

Sincerely,

/{m we Chaud i >
1 eeAnne Chandler '
Natural Resrouces Planner

Ce: QC295-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 26, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE:  Peter Sheaffer, Transfer of Development Rights
File: TDR #03-01-04-0003

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing information on the proposed transfer of development rights from
Pioneer Point Farm. The applicant is proposing to transfer 12 out of 16 development rights from
the portion of the property within the Critical Area with CS Zoning. Commission staff has
reviewed the information provided and we have the following comments:

1. The site plan indicates that there are 40.97 acres of private tidal wetlands on the
property which have been included in the acreage used to generate the density. It
appears that the applicant has relied on the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps
to make the State vs. private tidal wetland determination. We recommend that field
verification be provided as the NWI was conducted a number of years ago. Also,
please note that there is an area labeled “E1UB4L” (in the vicinity of the label for the
Chester River), that is a subtidal wetland type, indicating it is likely State wetlands.
Such an area cannot be included in the acreage calculations.

What is the Critical Area designation for the 7.549 acres that are zoned NC-5? (Our
office is missing the Critical Area overlay map for this area.) This information
should be provided.

Revised acreage calculations should be provided in accordance with comment #1
above to ensure that there are in fact 16 development rights on this property. The
application states that there are four development rights which will remain on the
property. It does appear however that there may be one existing dwelling unit (the
trailer, shop and kennel which appear in the northern corner of the property). This
should be noted on the site plan.

N
Branch Office: 31 Cfea.mery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

\\
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Mr. Steve Cohoon
April 26, 2001
Page 2

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file for this
proposed TDR. Please forward any revisions to this office for further review. If you have any
questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC244-01



Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 26,2001

Ms. Tanya Krista-Maenhardt
Department of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Eastern Bay Antiques - Minor Site Plan
MISP 05-01-03-0001(c), Revision #1

Dear Ms. Krista-Maenhardt:

Thank you for providing Revision #1 of the site plan for the above referenced project. The applicant is proposing to
construct a storage building on an existing lot. The site is designated LDA and is currently developed with a house,
a commercial building and associated parking.

The information provided with this revision has clarified that there will not be a driveway up to the proposed

uilding. Rather, the response from Lane Engineering was that materials would be hand-carried from the existing
driveway to the proposed building. Is there a path existing between the driveway and the shed? Is the path
pervious? With regard to the stormwater management issue, the information states that a stormwater management
waiver is being requested. While a waiver for stormwater quantity may be permitted, stormwater quality must be
addressed in accordance with COMAR 27.01.02.04 (D)(2). This section states that “All stormwater storage facilities
shall be designed with sufficient capacity to achieve water quality goals of this subtitle and to eliminate all runoff
caused by the development in excess of that which would have come from the site if it were in its predevelopment
state.” On a smaller site such as this, plantings may be sufficient to address this requirement but it should be
addressed in some manner.

Provided that all impervious surfaces are accounted for and the 15% limit is adhered to and provided that stormwater
quality is addressed, it appears that the proposed site plan is consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If the plans change or if additional information is provided, please
forward revised plans to this office for further review. If you have any questions concerning these comments, please
contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC149-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 27, 2001

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne's County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Admunistrative Variance #02-01-03, James and Doris Boulanger
Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced administrative variance. The
applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to construct an attached
deck onto an existing dwelling. The property is currently developed with a single family
dwelling and garage.

It appears that the proposed deck will provide a reasonable expansion of living space. Due to the
location of the existing dwelling and the extent of Buffer intrusion on neighboring lots, this
office does not oppose the variance requested. The decks should be constructed to be pervious
(i.e., with spaces between the boards) and no roof should be permitted. Mitigation should be
provided in accordance with Section 14-168(c)(3) of the County’s Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Smcerely,

JW L)u,u,\{ (__
Lee Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC246-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 26, 2001

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0094-V, Kelly Krick — Additional comments
Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

Thank you for providing the revised impervious surface calculations for the above referenced variance
application. The applicant is requesting a variance to permit dwelling additions with less setbacks and
Buffer than required and with greater impervious surface than allowed. The property is designated LDA
and is currently developed with a house and attached screened porch.

‘ The new calculations show a proposed total impervious area to be 2174 square feet, below the

maximum of 2219 square feet. The calculations appear to be based on a different site plan, dated
November 1995 rather than the new survey dated February 27, 2001. The configuration of the sidewalk
is different. Which drawing is an accurate depiction of current conditions? With removal of the
walkways and gravel driveway, impervious surfaces may not be an issue, but the accuracy of the
information should be confirmed

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it (as well
as our original comments) as part of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the
Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

, - 1/
L ’. f‘ 4 v , . r
/}M/HUA UU.:’_ z.u'(,//;f(
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA181-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 27, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE:  Variance 2001-0105-V, Edwin Campbell
Dear Mr. Dooley:

This office has received the revised variance request for the above referenced case. Our previous
comments are still applicable. With regard to the impervious surface variance, we recommend that
an equivalent amount be removed such that the additional variance would not be necessary.

With regard to the Buffer variance, this office often does not oppose additions of reasonable size
provided that impacts are minimized. As the impervious surface coverage indicates, the lot is
heavily developed with a driveway, detached garage, shed, dwelling and patio. With the addition,
the dwelling will be 78 feet long. Would it be possible to expand the sunroom along the side of the
house, rather than extending towards the water? Do the houses on the adjacent properties intrude as
far into the Buffer? We recommend further minimizing the request. If approved, mitigation should
be provided at a 2:1 ratio for the new impervious surface within the Buffer in accordance with the
County’s Buffer Exemption Area rules. Also, we recommend that stormwater management be
provided to address runoff from the existing and proposed impervious surfaces on this site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it (as
well as our previous letter) as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the
Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

47 /J P / Yy |
st Qo)
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA207-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

) (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 27,2001

Ms. Lisa M. Collison

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Subdivision #02-01-04-0007-C
Cypress Creek Builders, Inc.

Dear Ms. Collison:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced subdivision. The applicant is
combining two existing lots into one in order to provide enough area to build a single family
dwelling with on-site well and septic. The lots are designated LDA and are currently
undeveloped. Provided that all Critical Area requirements are met in the course of lot

. development (including impervious surface and clearing limits), it appears that the proposed lot
consolidation is consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or concerns regarding
these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477. .

Sincerely,

ﬁu L’(JM /’/QL u([ Z/D

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC245-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 " Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Chairman Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 27, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0072-V, Frank G. Scholley — Revised Plans
Dear Mr. Dooley:

This office has received the revised plans for the above referenced variance. The proposed house has been
made smaller and relocated further away from the water. The septic system for the house is within the
Buffer in the vicinity of the existing house footprint. Our previous recommendations are still applicable,
subject to Health Department approval.

Again, if approved, we recommend mitigation for areas of new impervious surface on these Buffer Exempt
lots in accordance with the Zoning Ordinance. We also recommend mitigation for the footprint of
disturbance for the new septic systems in the Buffer at a 2:1 ratio. The areas where impervious surfaces are
removed and the Buffer should be priority locations for mitigation.

Thank you for the opportunity to-comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as well as
our previous letter, as part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA136-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 @



Judge John C. North, II Ren Serey

Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 27,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0103-V, Frederick Johnston — Revised Plans
Dear Mr. Dooley:

This office has received revised plans for the above referenced variance request. It appears that the
revision is related to a change in the proposed septic system. The house is now proposed five feet
closer to the water and the limits of disturbance appear to have increased slightly. Our previous

‘ comments on this application are still applicable. It appears that impacts could be further minimized.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it along
with our original letter as part of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the
Commission in writing of the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

ftfbuns ﬂ/m/(ug

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA189-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
: 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
April 30,2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Vivian Swinson

Queen Anne's County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Administrative Variance #04-01-04, John Cannon
Dear Ms. Swinson:

Thank you for providing the application materials for the above referenced administrative
variance. The applicant is requesting a variance from the Buffer requirements in order to
construct a swimming pool shoreward of an existing structure within the Buffer. The property is
approximately 0.5 acres in size and is currently developed with a single family dwelling.

As stated in our preliminary comments, there does not appear to be a feasible alternative location
for a swimming on this lot due to the size of the lot, the existing septic fields and the well. The

‘ property is Buffer Exempt and some neighboring properties are developed up to the minimum
50-foot setback. Some neighboring properties are also developed with swimming pools,
including the adjacent property to the north. It is our understanding that the septic areas can not
be relocated due to the limited space on this lot. If a pool is approved, we recommend that the
size be limited to 33 feet by 17 feet inclusive of the surrounding surface (based on the size of the
pool on the adjacent property). No disturbance should occur closer than 50 feet to the shoreline.
Also, mitigation should be provided in accordance with Section 14-168(c)(3) of the County’s
Zoning Ordinance. This section requires that the extent of the lot shoreward of the new
development be established and maintained in natural vegetation and that natural vegetation of
an area twice the extent of the impervious surface be created on the property. Given that this lot
is maintained as manicured lawn down to the bulkhead, there is ample opportunity to plant native
trees and shrubs on this site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the record for this
variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made in this
case.

Sincerely, o

LeeAfine Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC204-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 @
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Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

) (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 30, 2001

Ms. Lisa M. Collison

Queen Anne’s County

Dept. of Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty Street
Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Minor Site Plan, #05-01-04-0005-C
Charles and Christine Dulin

Dear Ms. Collison:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced site plan. The applicants are
proposing to construct a building for a commercial nursery and associated parking. Parcel 722,
where the greenhouse will be located, has a split Critical Area designation of RCA/LDA. All

proposed improvements are within the LDA portion of the property. Parcel 128, where the
‘ parking will be located, has an LDA designation.

Based on the information provided, it appears that the proposed project is consistent with the
County’s Critical Area Program. However, we do recommend that some provision for
stormwater management be provided to handle runoff from the additional impervious areas.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or concerns regarding
these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

MLM (ha u‘/ﬁu&
Te e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC230-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0134-V, James Jeffcoat

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit greater density than allowed. The property is designated IDA and

is currently developed with one single family dwelling and several accessory structures.

This office has no comment on this density variance. However, please note, the 10% pollutant
reduction requirement must be addressed upon development.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Silncerely, . ” |
A‘p it Quawdlo——
ecAnne Chandler

Natufal Resources Planner

cc: AA237-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0131-V, Margaret McCaig
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit dwelling additions with less setbacks and Buffer than required.
The property is designated IDA and is currently developed with one single family dwelling and
several accessory structures.

From the site plan provided, it is difficult to assess what is existing and what is proposed. An
eight foot deck is a reasonable width, though it does surround the entire dwelling. With covered
decks on all sides of the house, the footprint of the dwelling is 53 feet by 82 feet which may be
excessive in size (especially considering its close proximity to an extremely steep drop). We
recommend that the request be further minimized. We recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for
any new disturbance within the expanded Buffer. Also, since this lot is designated IDA, the 10%
pollutant reduction rule must be addressed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

iljcerely, ,’
hns J/U(.A[ /(,{/,Zq
“LeeAnne Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA236-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0078-V, Karen Cress
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer to a nontidal wetland
than required. The property is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. A front setback variance is being requested in order to minimize disturbance to
the wetland Buffer. The proposed dwelling is modest in size. Clearing and grading should be
kept to the minimum necessary for construction. If approved, we recommend mitigation at a 3:1
ratio for disturbance to the wetland buffer and at a 1.5 to 1 ratio for the remainder of the clearing.
Also, the property owners should be informed of the future restrictions on this lot (ie.,no
disturbance to the non-tidal wetland).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

/@/ﬁkw /dezzs\r

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA231-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0126-V, Les Jenkins Family Fun Park
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit an amusement park farther from a freeway or expressway than
allowed. The property has a split designation with 15.117 acres of IDA and 8.588 acres of RCA.

This office has no comment on this zoning variance. However, we would like to bring your
attention to an item of concern on the site plan. Our concerns regarding this project were
previously conveyed in comments on Special Exception 2000-0455-S. They stated that all
development activity associated with the park would have to remain outside of the Critical Area
or within only the IDA portion of the site. The site plan accompanying this variance request
shows what appears to be a stock pile and significant grading within the RCA. This is not
consistent with the County’s Critical Area Program. Development activity associated with the
amusement park is not permitted in the RCA without growth allocation.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission.in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

N
l o A
72@ Kw& (,[um. Lt
LeeA e Chandler

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA123-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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’ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0157-V, Paul Clark
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than required and on
steep slopes. The property is designated LDA, is Buffer Exempt and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. The house (without the deck) appears to be the same distance from the water as
the neighbor on the east. The house is not overly large, though significant grading of steep
slopes is proposed. If possible, we recommend a further reduction in grading. As proposed, over
36% of the woodland on site will be cleared. The County Zoning Ordinance requires
replacement at a 3:1 ratio for clearing over 30% of the woodland or forest from a site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission. in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely, Y
7y

. (Ji(n o

ng A,{,uli Cx.ut,-vu’twﬁ__\
L"ée}\;me Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA255-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0156-V, Paul Clark
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than required and on
steep slopes. The property is designated LDA, is Buffer Exempt and is currently undeveloped.

. Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single
family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to
provide relief. As proposed, it does not appear that impacts have been minimized. The proposed
dwelling is closer to the water than both of the neighboring properties. We recommend that the
applicant consider applying for a front setback variance in order to minimize impacts to the
Buffer. (The houses on either side appear to be significantly closer to the road.) As proposed,
the dwelling appears to be on the steepest part of the lot. While the house is not overly large, it
does appear that impacts could be reduced. As proposed, over 50% of the woodland on site will
be cleared. The County Zoning Ordinance requires replacement at a 3:1 ratio for clearing over
30% of the woodland or forest from a site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: AA254-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 30, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0146-V, Donald DiL.onardo

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and. Buffer than required and with
disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a
single family dwelling and associated parking.

. This office does not oppose redevelopment of this lot. Impervious coverage already far exceeds
the permitted amount. The application states that there will not be an increase in impervious
surface, though this is difficult to ascertain from the site plan. With the proposed decks, the
proposed house is a much larger structure and it seems that impacts to steep slopes will be much
greater than those existing. Have any alternatives been explored that would preserve the large
trees (especially the 32 diameter specimen)? If approved, we recommend that the footers for the
deck be hand-dug. Also, reforestation should be provided in accordance with the County Zoning
Ordinance. Areas where impervious surfaces are removed should be a priority locatlon for
plantings.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in the file and submit it as
part of the record for this variance. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

% Lm / MMLJV;—Q
LeeAnhe Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA251-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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' STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 3, 2001

The Honorable George M. O’Donnell, President

Queen Anne’s County Board of County Commissioners
107 N. Liberty Street

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Growth Allocation Petition for K. Hovnanian
Four Seasons at Kent Island

Dear Commissioner O’Donnell:

The Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission has received Resolution No. 01-13 which
approves the petition for 293.25 acres of growth allocation for the Four Seasons project subject

' to 25 conditions. We understand that the proposal has been referred back to the County Planning
Commission for review of the amended concept plan (which reflects the conditions contained in
the Resolution); to make further recommendations as appropriate; and to possibly approve the
amended plan.

Because there may be additional changes and/or conditions to the project as a result of the
County Planning Commission review, it would appear prudent to postpone initiation of Critical
Area Commission review until the conclusion of the County Planning Commission review.

If you do not agree with this approach or if there are any questions or concems, please contact
me at (410) 260-3460.

hendli )

LeeArfne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Sincerely,

cc: Mr. Steven Kaii-Ziegler
Mr. Steve Cohoon
Marianne Mason, Esq.
Mr. Ren Serey

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 ' Q
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Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 9, 2001

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Department of Planning and Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Growth Allocation Petition, #GA 04-01-04-0002
Charles T. Breeding & Janet Breeding Yost

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

I have reviewed the growth allocation petition for the Breeding property, along with the
supporting documentation. The applicant is requesting 34.14 acres of growth allocation to
change the Critical Area designation on a portion of the property from RCA to IDA. A 170
single family home subdivision is proposed. Also, the 300-foot shore buffer is proposed to be
reduced to the minimum 100-foot Buffer. We have the following comments:
‘ 1. The 20.01 acre residue, designated for “passive recreation,” must be allowed to retain
RCA characteristics. The plan indicates a road labeled “maintenance access” that leads
into this area. It is not clear what type of maintenance would be necessary in the passive
recreation area. Also, the sketch plan shows two (2) existing dwellings, a trailer
(described in the Critical Area assessment report as a mobile home), and numerous
accessory buildings. The site statistics on the cover sheet state that there is just one
existing dwelling unit (and that it is to be removed). This should be clarified. Only one
dwelling unit should be permitted on the 20.01 acre residue.

2. The 20.01 acre residue contains an area of tidal wetlands. The wetlands should be
identified as either State tidal wetlands or private tidal wetlands in accordance with the
vegetative conditions on-site. State tidal wetlands can not be included in the acreage
calculation for density purposes. If they are State wetlands, some reconfiguration of the
development envelope may be required in order to ensure a minimum 20 acre residue.

3. As indicated in our previous comments, any time a parcel with agricultural use in the
100-foot Buffer converts to a different use, the 100-foot Buffer must be established as
required in COMAR 27.01.09.01C(6). The 100-foot Buffer should be a priority area for
the required afforestation. In addition, because this project will require growth allocation
any approval of growth allocation may be conditioned with a requirement for submittal

‘ and potentially Commission approval of a Buffer planting plan.

)

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093 _
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Mzr. Steve Cohoon
May 9, 2001
Page 2

4. If growth allocation is awarded, please provide the 10% Pollutant Reduction calculations
to this office for review.

We recognize that the property is pre-mapped for growth allocation and is within the
Stevensville Master Planned District. However, the policies concerning the location and
extent of future Intensely Developed and Limited Development Areas contained in the
County’s Critical Area Program (pages 16 and 17) should be addressed in any formal
request for Growth Allocation submitted to the Critical Area Commission. (This is in
accordance with recent direction from the Commission as well as the Commission’s
Policy on the Use of Growth Allocation.)

Similarly, justification for not providing the recommended 300-foot setback should be
part of any formal request submitted to the Critical Area Commission.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this growth allocation petition. If you have any
questions or would like to discuss these comments further, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

A ot %méﬁﬁ\

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC160-00
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Chairman =2 ‘ Executive Director

‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 10, 2001

Ms. Tracey L. Greene _ VIA FACSIMILE
Maryland Department of Planning

201 Baptist St., Box 24

Salisbury, Maryland 21801

RE:  Town of Snow Hill - Chesapeake Bay Gateways Project

Dear Ms. Greene:

Thank you for providing the 10% pollutant reduction calculations and the site plan for the
Gateways Project in the Town of Snow Hill. Based upon the calculations provided, it appears
that the project is consistent with the Town’s Critical Area Program. This office has no further
Critical Area concerns.

L @ / MLM&D

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Smcerely,

cc: Kelly Brewington, Acting Town Manager
SN428-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
May 11,2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ms. Suzanne Diffenderfer A

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Variance 2000-0356-V, Gregory Fasick - Revised Plans for Board of Appeals
Dear Ms. Diffenderfer:

This office has received a copy of the revised plans for the above referenced variance application that will
be heard by the Board of Appeals on May 16, 2001. The applicant is requesting a variance to permit a
dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks and buffer and with disturbance to steep slopes. The
property is 1.73 acres in size, is designated LDA and is currently undeveloped.

Provided this lot is properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single family
dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to provide relief.
The revisions made to the plans since the Administrative Hearing include deletion of a proposed
swimming pool and incorporating the garage into the basement level of the dwelling. These changes
have helped reduce total proposed impervious surfaces by 2000 square feet and have also reduced
clearing.

The revisions certainly have helped minimize impacts. The large circular driveway (with the drive 15
feet in width) could be reduced in size. Also, the environmental report on the property identified a
specimen (40” diameter) oak tree on this property to the north of the proposed house site. Its location
should be identified and it should be preserved. Also, because clearing of over 25% of forest on site is
proposed, reforestation at a 1.5 to 1 ratio should be provided in accordance with the County Zoning
Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part of
the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision made
in this case.

Sincerely,

/EU/&W @LLULKZ,&?_,L;

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA499-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
May 15, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Steve Cohoon

Queen Anne’s County Planning & Zoning
107 N. Liberty St.

Centreville, Maryland 21617

RE: Four Seasons at Kent Island — Amended Concept Plan
#CP 04-01-05-0003©

Dear Mr. Cohoon:

Thank you for providing the amended concept plan to our office for review and comment.
Commission staff has reviewed the information provided and we submit the following
preliminary comments.

1. On the Compliance Exhibit, the label referring to Item 24(g) should match the
language contained in the conditions. Also, the label referring to Item 24(h) (in the
middle of plan) is actually referring to Item 24(g). This should be corrected.

On the Growth Allocation Plan, there are two areas where the development envelope
has not been delineated correctly. First, in the vicinity of the stormwater management
pond in the far western corner of the property; the area down to the edge of tidal
wetlands must be deducted (as shown it appears as RCA). Similarly, in the vicinity
of the stormwater pond on the northwestern side of the bridge crossing Cox Creek,
the area waterward of the stormwater pond must be deducted.

On the Growth Allocation Plan, the Buffer shown around the tidal pond is not
consistently 150 feet in width. Also, it is mislabeled as a 100-foot shore buffer.

It appears that most of the Buffers are drawn from the edge of what is labeled as the
State Tidal Wetlands Line. Are there any private tidal wetlands on this property?
None are currently shown. Private wetlands should be identified. The Buffer should
be adjusted and drawn from the landward boundary of any tidal wetland in
accordance with Critical Area Criteria and the conditions set forth by the Critical
Area Commission.

Note #13 on the Growth Allocation Plan states that the permit drawings for the
proposed community pier on the Chester River have been submitted to the
appropriate agencies. Please provide this information to our office.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Steve Cohoon

May 15, 2001
Page 2
6. The language used in Note #14, meant to address item 24(f), does not match the

10.

11.

12.

language in the condition. Also, although the note states that stormwater
management ponds are to be located outside of the 100 year flood plain, it appears
that there are stormwater facilities in the flood plain on the site plan.

Additional detail is needed on the stormwater management facilities to ensure
compliance with the two conditions on Best Management Practices (Items 24(f) and

24(g)).

There are opportunities to reduce impacts to the Buffer from the proposed pathway
along the Chester River. There are areas where the path could and should meander
outside of the Buffer.

Clarification is needed on Note #11. If additional erosion control measures are
warranted, only non-structural measures shall be used.

Please provide more information on the proposed 20-foot wide maintenance road
which runs along Cox Creek. What kind of activities will it be used for? What types
of vehicles will be using it? How often will it be used? How will it be constructed?

Similarly, please provide more information on the proposed “future emergency access
to Benton Road.”

There 1s a note on the Growth Allocation Plan which states, “1.84 acres of tidal
wetlands previously granted growth allocation for LDA designation to be reclaimed
by County.” Please provide supporting documentation to reclaim this acreage.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Additional comments may be forthcoming
subject to discussion at the STAC meeting.

Sincerely,

il Chandlo

\EeeA, e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: QC610-99
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
May 16, 2001 (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Mr. Steven Andraka
403 Beech Trail
Crownsville, Maryland 21032

RE:  Revised development plan for property on Kyle Road
Dear Mr. Andraka:

This letter is meant to summarize the discussion which took place at a meeting between Commission
staff, Commission counsel and yourself on May 16, 2001. The purpose of the meeting was to review

revised development plans for property on Kyle Road, which was the subject of a previous variance
case (1999-0102-V).

The revised plans which you showed us included a proposed dwelling in the northern (roadside)
section of the property, a stormwater management device in the vicinity of the existing farm road
down slope from the house, a boat house in the level area which approaches Fox Creek, and a gazebo
on the knoll. It appears that a variance to disturb steep slopes would be necessary for the house
location. A variance to have an accessory structure in the front yard of a waterfront lot would be
necessary for the boat house, though it is outside of the Buffer. A variance from the Buffer
requirements would be necessary for the gazebo.

Based on our discussion and the hand-drawn plans which you provided, this office would not have
an objection to a variance to allow construction of the dwelling on steep slopes nor an objection to
the boat house (provided it is outside of all Buffers). We could not support a variance for the non-
water dependent gazebo within the expanded Buffer. The newly proposed location for the dwelling
was recommended by this office in the previous variance case. We also discussed mitigation for the
forest clearing; you indicated that you think it can be accomplished on site.

Thank you for the opportunity to review your preliminary plans. If you have any questions or
concerns as you move forward with your development, please feel free to contact me at (410) 260-
34717.

Sincgrely,

v/ '
U [/Uuw [Z(’J\
eeAnfie Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Marianne Mason, Esq.
Charlene Morgan
AA148-99

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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' STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
May 15, 2001 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
’ (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

The Honorable Murray D. Levy, President
County Commissioners of Charles County
P.O.Box 2150

La Plata, Maryland 20646

RE:  Final Amendments to Part I of Article VIII, Chesapeake Bay. Critical Area Overlay Zone

Dear Commissioner Levy:

The Critical Area Commission has received your letter and the document entitled, “Final
Amendments to Part I of Article VIII, Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Overlay Zone.” After
reviewing the text revisions listed in the letter in context, they appear to be minor in nature. It is
likely that these changes can be handled as a refinement to the County’s Program.

In order for the Camp Merrick map change to be processed, supporting documentation is needed.
We will need a copy of the site plan for the camp, as well as findings documenting the mistake
made at the time of original mapping. Once we receive this information, Chairman North can

' make a refinement determination and we can process these final changes to the County’s Critical
Area Program.

Commission staff has also reviewed the final amendments for compliance with the conditions of
approval on the previous text amendments set forth by the Critical Area Commission. All of the
conditions have been addressed although there appears to be one typographical error. The
changes to Section 132(d)(ii) were made with the exception of keeping the word “not” in the
second sentence. The brackets [ ] surrounding “not” should be removed and the sentence should
begin, “Additional land may not be used in the RCZ...”. This typo should be corrected.

Commission staff will contact County Planning Staff to obtain the needed information on Camp

Merrick. If there are any questions or concern, please contact me or Ren Serey at (410) 260-
3460.

Sincerely,

‘fw /Mw% Céwwuﬁ/\

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Steve Magoon
Mr. Zakary Krebek
' Mr. Kevin Vienneau
Mr. Ren Serey

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 18, 2001

Mr. Frank McKenzie
Salisbury/Wicomico County
Dept. of Planning, Zoning & Community Development
P.O. Box 870
Salisbury, MD 21803

RE: Gold Trading Company Subdivision
Dear Mr. McKenzie:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced subdivision. The applicant is
proposing to subdivide a 38.74 acre parcel into three new lots. A portion of the property, 32.63
acres, is located within the Critical Area and is designated RCA. You have indicated that Lot 1
was recorded last year.

‘ Based on the acreage within the Critical Area portion of the property, only one new dwelling unit
is permitted in the Critical Area. Lot 2 is the only lot that can be developed within the Critical
Area. Lot I must be an intrafamily transfer lot in order to be consistent with the County’s
Critical Area Program. All portions of the development for Lots 3 and 4 (including dwelling,
well and septic area) must be located outside of the Critical Area. Please provide a revised plat
for our files which shows the new location for the sewage disposal area for Lot 3. The revised
plat should also include an appropriate plat note identifying Lot 1 as a bona fide intrafamily
transfer.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this subdivision. If new or revised information
becomes available, please forward it to this office for further review. If you have any questions
regarding these comments, please contact me at (410) 260-3477.

Sincerely,

i f s f 7

fi u@muﬁw\
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Cc:  WI291-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 18, 2001

Ms. Charlene Morgan VIA FACSIMILE
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case Nos. 2001-0083-V and 2001-0084-V, Jacqueline Yates — ADDITIONAL
COMMENTS

Dear Ms. Morgan:

This office would like to submit additional comments on the above referenced variance applications.
The applicant is requesting a variance to permit a sewer line with disturbance to a wetland buffer for
Lot 2 and a variance to permit a driveway with disturbance to a wetland buffer for Lot 4. The
properties have a split designation of LDA and RCA and are currently undeveloped.

Provided these lots are properly grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single family
dwelling on them. Commission staff was previously concerned that the nontidal wetland on site,
particularly the ditch, was actually a stream. After a review of the County soil survey, information
available via the Department of Natural Resources, and a visit to the site, [ do not believe the ditch is a
stream. We do not oppose the variances requested. The site is very low and wet however. We
recommend that clearing be kept to the absolute minimum with reforestation provided at a 1 to 1 ratio.
Also, future property owners should be made aware of the non-tidal wetlands on these lots and the fact
that a typical lawn covered back yard will not be possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

'ﬁU/ML& Chanellin—

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA160-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman Executive Director
STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0166-V, John Magnolia
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling addition with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The
property is designated RCA and is currently developed with a large single family home.

Based on a review of the site plan, it does not appear that a Critical Area variance is necessary. for this
proposal. The proposed disturbance appears to be entirely outside of the Critical Area Buffer and it
does not appear to be located on steep slopes. We do not have any comment on the setback variance.
We do recommend that given the large area that will be disturbed during construction and the extensive
amount of impervious surfaces on this lot, that stormwater management be provided. Also, the
application is not clear as to the exact percentage of proposed clearing of existing woodlands.
Reforestation should be required at the appropriate ratio in accordance with the County Zoning
Ordinance. :

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

/igz i Chandlyy
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA263-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 22, 2001
Mr. Kevin Dooley
Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0172-V, Kevin McLean

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling with less setbacks and Buffer than required. The property is
designated LDA and is currently developed with two dwellings, a trailer and four sheds. One of the
dwellings is proposed to be razed and removed. This application is for a new dwelling in the vicinity of
the one to be removed.

This office does not oppose redevelopment of this property. Impacts should be minimized and the
variance requested the minimum to provide relief. Ideally, the property would be redeveloped entirely
outside of the Buffer, perhaps in the vicinity of the “north dwelling.” Given the location of the existing
“south dwelling” there may be some justification for rebuilding on the same footprint. If possible, we
recommend that new impervious areas be further minimized. For example, the house could be flipped
so the garage is on the east side. This would place the garage in the vicinity of the existing loop
driveway and reduce the need for new impervious surface. All runoff from the driveway and house
should be directed to the stormwater management facility. We recommend mitigation at a 3:1 ratio for
all disturbance within the 100-foot Buffer. The Buffer should be a priority location for the plantings,
along with areas where existing impervious surfaces are removed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case. '

Sincerely,

W@ Chaeu (s
LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: AA267-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0173-V, Michael Helfrich
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks and Buffer than
required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated IDA and is undeveloped.

Because the property is designated IDA, the variance to disturb steep slopes is not necessary. However,
the variance to disturb the expanded Buffer is still required. Provided the lot is properly grandfathered,
' this office does not oppose the siting of a single family dwelling on it. Impacts should be minimized
and the variance requested the minimum to provide relief. Based on the site plan, it appears that all of
the lot is within the expanded Buffer. Clearing and grading should be kept to the minimum necessary
to allow construction. If it would help reduce impacts, we recommend that the footers for the deck be
hand dug. Also, we recommend mitigation for all disturbance within the expanded Buffer at a 3:1 ratio.

The Critical Area report is incorrect with regard to requirements for stormwater management. The 10%
pollutant reduction requirement must be addressed in accordance with §1A-104(b) of the County
Zoning Ordinance. The drainage improvements alongside the road may not address stormwater quality
adequately and may negatively impact the stream. Stormwater quality management should be provided
for the proposed houses as well as the road extension.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

%QQ e @ /L&W(ZLL_,_}

_ -e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: AA268-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Variance Case No. 2001-0095-V, Frances Boyce
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit an addition to an accessory structure with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is developed with a house and detached office/carport
structure. The subject addition has apparently been in existence for several years.

Based on the maps in our office, it appears that the subject lot is Buffer Exempt. The shed is no further
waterward than the existing dwelling so it does not appear that a Critical Area Buffer variance is
necessary. We have no comment on the setback variance. However, development on this lot has
exceeded the allowable amount of impervious surfaces. No further development should be permitted
on this lot. If the shed is allowed to remain, we recommend that the impervious areas be mitigated at a
2:1 ratio, with the Buffer as a priority location for planting.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Baidl_

Lee e Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Smcerely,

cc: AA250-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Judge John C. North, II Ren Serey
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' STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 22,2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley _

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0174-V, Michael Helfrich
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit a dwelling and associated facilities with less setbacks and Buffer than
required and with disturbance to steep slopes. The property is designated IDA and is undeveloped.

Because the property is designated IDA, the variance to disturb steep slopes is not necessary. However,
the variance to disturb the Buffer and expanded Buffer is still required. Provided the lot is properly

' grandfathered, this office does not oppose the siting of a single family dwelling on it. Impacts should
be minimized and the variance requested the minimum to provide relief. We recommend that the
dwelling be moved to the north side building restriction line (7 feet from property line). Doing so
would reduce impacts to the 100 foot Buffer significantly. If it would help reduce impacts, we
recommend that the footers for the deck be hand dug. Also, we recommend mitigation for all
disturbance within the expanded Buffer at a 3:1 ratio.

The 10% pollutant reduction requirement must be addressed in accordance with §1A-104(b) of the -
County Zoning Ordinance. The drainage improvements alongside the road may not address stormwater
quality adequately and, in fact, may negatively impact the stream. Stormwater quality management
should be provided for the proposed houses as well as the road extension in accordance with the County
Zoning Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

wie Phanclle

eeAptne Chandler
' Natural Resources Planner

cc. AA269-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601

(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 22, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0151-V, Selma Nettles
Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit disturbance to a slope greater than 15%. The property is designated
LDA and is currently developed with a dwelling and outbuildings. The proposal for development
includes a house, detached garage, barn and riding area. . -

While the area of steep slopes proposed to be disturbed is a significant distance from the water, the
proposed disturbance appears to be related to the design of development on the property rather than any
hardship. We recommend that the proposal be redesigned to avoid the steep slopes. Stormwater
management should be provided for the significant amount of impervious surface proposed and
reforestation should be provided at the appropriate ratio in accordance with the County Zoning
Ordinance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

%%%{LML @AMQ'(ZLL__

Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA252-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 23, 2001

Mr. Kevin Dooley

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning & Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE:  Variance Case No. 2001-0127-V, Christopher McCleary

Dear Mr. Dooley:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance application. The applicant is
requesting a variance to permit an inground swimming pool with less setbacks and Buffer than
required. The property is designated LDA and is developed with a house and driveway.

This office can not support the variance requested. A swimming pool is a non-water dependent
structure and is not permitted within the Buffer or expanded Buffer. It is proposed to be located only

’ 14 feet from the edge of steep slopes. There does not appear to be an unwarranted hardship in this case.
The property is developed with a large dwelling with an attached garage. Based on a drive through the
neighborhood and a review of aerial photos, a pool does not appear to be a standard amenity in this
neighborhood. Instead, it seems that a pool would be a special privilege. While the removal of other
impervious helps offset impacts, non-water dependent structures in the Buffer prevent the Buffer from
fulfilling its intended functions.. While this office is sympathetic to the applicant’s desire for a pool,
we have no legal basis to support the request.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as part
of the record for this variance request. Also, please notify the Commlssmn in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

g e Chgudle_

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA232-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 24, 2001

Mr. Ken Ammar

16409 Accolawn Rd.
Accokeek, Maryland 20607
Dear Mr. Ammar:

As requested, enclosed please find copies of the photos taken on your property on November 27,
2000.

Sincerely,

g&gi/él/mt Chan L

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 24, 2001

Mr. Frank McKenzie
Salisbury/Wicomico County
Dept. of Planning, Zoning & Community Development
P.O. Box 870
Salisbury, MD 21803

RE: Variance Case No. WA-0140, Charles L. Marshall
Dear Mr. McKenzie:

Thank you for providing information on the above referenced variance request. The applicant is
requesting a variance from the Critical Area Buffer requirements in order to construct a detached
garage. The property is designated LDA and is currently developed with a single family
dwelling.

Ideally, the proposed garage would be placed outside of the Buffer. The site plan does not show
the location of the existing driveway or garage. It appears that the proposed location may be
dictated by these site features. It does not appear that the garage could be placed in the front
yard due to the septic area. The lot is located in a proposed Special Buffer Area, where staff has
determined that the existing extent of development has impacted the functions of the Buffer.
Provided that 3:1 mitigation is provided within the Buffer as indicated by the Staff Report, this
office does not oppose the variance requested.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as
part of the record for this request. Also, please notify the Commission in writing of the decision
made in this case.

Sincerely,

LeeAnne Chandler
Natural Resources Planner

cc: WI327-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 11, 2001

Mr. Chris Colvin

MNCPPC

Prince George’s County, Dept. of Parks and Recreation

Planning, Design, & Research Div., Design & Engineering Section
6600 Kenilworth Avenue

Riverdale, Maryland 20737

Re: Cedar Haven Park - Revised Reforestation Plan
Dear Mr. Colvin:

Thank you for forwarding the latest revision to the proposed reforestation plan for the Cedar

‘ Haven Park project. It appears your agency proposes to plant .64 acres of trees adjacent to
existing forested lands on property owned by MNCPPC. This proposed plan is acceptable to
Commission staff. Please complete an amended Plantings Agreement Form to reflect this
information. I have enclosed another copy of the Planting Agreement for your use. If possible,
please return this form within 30 days.

One observation is that the proposed area for planting is .64 acres which is above what was
originally required for the project. The original mitigation requirement was for .58 acres. Please
clarify this discrepancy.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions regarding this letter, or need
assistance with the Planting Agreement, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

N Y %(%gge/\ ,
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Enclosure
cc: Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 12, 2001

Mr. James W. Price, Director
Program Open Space, E-4
Tawes State Office Building
580 Taylor Avenue
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  DNR Clearinghouse Review of Local POS Project #3915-2-185
Bachman Adult Athletic Complex — Phase II, Anne Arundel County

Dear Mr. Price:

Thank you for forwarding this project to our office for review and comment. According
to the Critical Area maps, it appears a portion of the Bachman Adult Athletic Complex is
within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area (see enclosed map). Also, it appears the site has
a split Critical Area designation of Intensely Developed Area (IDA) and Resource
Conservation Area (RCA). Therefore, any future development activities are subject to
the Critical Area requirements for IDAs and RCAs.

Since the information submitted to this office does not include a detailed map that depicts
the locations of the proposed multi purpose field, two baseball fields, buildings for
electrical service, engineering and landscaping, I will outline the requirements for IDAs
and RCAs below.

IDA Requirements

For any new or redevelopment activities in the IDA, the applicant must submit 10%
pollutant reduction calculations. Otherwise, there are no restrictions on impervious
surface limitations or clearing notwithstanding any local zoning restrictions.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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RCA Requirements

All new or redevelopment activities in the RCA include clearing and impervious surface
restrictions. Clearing below 20% requires 1:1 mitigation; clearing between 20% and 30%
requires replacement at a 1.5:1 ratio for the entire area cleared; and clearing above 30%
requires replacement at a 3:1 ratio for the entire area cleared. Impervious surfaces are
limited to 15% of the site in the RCA. This includes existing impervious areas.

The County’s Critical Area Program restricts certain types of uses from the RCA. The
buildings associated with the recreation complex may not be permitted in the RCA
portion of this site. For further information on this issue, contact Ms. Elinor Gawel with
the Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning at (410) 222-7441.

Habitat Protections Areas are protected in the IDA and RCA. Any required buffers or
habitat management guidelines must be observed.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please
telephone me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

‘ Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Ms. Elinor Gawel, AA Co.






Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

' STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 11, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Brock Seawell
S-928

Dear Ms. Verdery:

' Thank you for accompanying Claudia Jones and myself to the above-referenced property
this morning. Based on the conditions in the field this office offers the following
comments:

1. It was confirmed in the field that this area serves as possible forest interior
dwelling bird (FID) habitat, absent a survey. Any future house location could
occur near the proposed sewage disposal area since there was an opening in the
forest canopy on a nearby property.

2. If the future lot owner builds a dwelling in this area, then this office would
consider the FID guidelines as being met, and mitigation for impacts to FID
habitat should occur on a 1:1 basis. The mitigation must be creating new FID
habitat. It appears this requirement could be met utilizing the adjacent area that is
proposed for afforestation.

3. Any clearing in the future must be reviewed and approved by the County.

4. Tt appears there are some pockets of nontidal wetlands on the area of the
proposed lot. Nontidal wetlands require a 25-foot Buffer. A note should be
added to the plat indicating this requirement and the driveway and any other
associated development activities should be outside the nontidal wetlands and
their 25-foot buffer.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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5. Please forward the letter from the Department of Natural Resources (DNR),
Heritage and Biodiversity Division as soon as it is available.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

‘74;4‘7—&“?(,\

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Claudia Jones, Science Advisor, CAC
TC 283-01



Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 11,2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Jonathon T. McLane
S -927

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to create one lot. This lot was considered
as “Remaining Lands” of the Mary Grotto subdivision(S-920) in March of this year.

Provided the following items are satisfied by the County, this office does not oppose this
request.

[. No future development activities should require the need for variances. This
office will not support variances for newly created lots.

2. Reforestation should occur on site, adjacent to existing forested areas.

If you have any questions, or if [ can provide you with further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%.\_\ %—;»{u-a_%_«

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cC: TC 282-01

Branch Office: 3] Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) $22-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Executive Director



Judge John C. North, I1

Chairman

(410) 260-3460

June 7, 2001

Mr. Donald Sparklin

State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street, 3 Floor
Planning Division

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Mr. John Gerner

Federal Highway Administration
Woodrow Wilson Bridge Center
1800 Duke Street, Suite 200
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dear Sirs:

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
Fax: (410) 974-5338

Ren Serey
Executive Director

Atit’s meeting on June 6, 2001, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission approved the
proposed construction staging area as a conditional approval. The project was approved based

on the following conditions:

1. All structures and associated facilities, including gravel, sediment and erosion control
measures, stormwater measures, the proposed bulkhead and barge, must be removed from
the site, and the site shall be restored to its pre-construction conditions at the conclusion

of use by State Highway Administration and its contractors.

2. Mitigation shall be performed at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbances to the 100-foot Buffer.

This mitigation may be in the form of plantings off-site.

(OS]

Prince George’s County Department of Environmental Resources will assist in the
selection of the off-site Buffer mitigation.

4. The Buffer shall be clearly marked in the field using fencing, signs, or some other means

in order to clearly delineate the extent of the 100-foot Buffer,

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450

(410) 822-9047



5. State Highway Administration shall report to Commission staff every 30 days.

6. All required federal, State and local permits be obtained.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions, please contact me at (410) 260-
3478.

Sincerely,

I A PN

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Tom Heil, PCC
Susan Jacobs, SHA
Samuel E. Wynkoop, Jr., Prince George's Co. DER

Sherry Conway Appel, Prince George’s Co. DER
Richard Thompson, Prince George’s Co. DER



Judge John C. North, III

Chairman
STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
June 7, 2001

Mr. Donald Sparklin

State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street, 3 Floor
Planning Division

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Mr. John Gerner

Federal Highway Administration
Woodrow Wilson Bridge Center
1800 Duke Street, Suite 200
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dear Sirs:

At its meeting on June 6, 2001, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission approved the
sediment and erosion control plan for Contract MA-1A for the Woodrow Wilson Bridge project.
Please forward a copy of the MDE permit to this office when it becomes available.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions, please contact me at (410) 260-
3478.

Sincerely,
//’ .
><f/d_, e T 7 [‘/}'{" T ——
Lisa A. Hoerger

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Tom Heil, PCC

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450

Ren Serey
Executive Director




Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission

APPLICANT:

PROPOSAL:

JURISDICTION:

COMMISSION ACTION:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

STAFF:

APPLICABLE LAW/
REGULATIONS:

DISCUSSION:

STAFF REPORT
June 6, 2001

ADDENDUM

Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

Woodrow Wilson Bridge (WWB)
Construction Staging Area

Prince George’s County

Vote

Conditional Approval with Conditions
Lisa Hoerger

COMAR 27.02.06 -  Conditional Approval of State
or Local Agency Programs in the Critical Area

Since the writing of the original staff report, staff drafted several conditions for consideration
by the Commission. Staff recommend the following conditions:

1. All structures and associated facilities, including gravel, sediment and erosion control
measures, stormwater measures, the proposed bulkhead and barge, must be removed
from the site, and the site shall be restored to its pre-construction conditions.

2. Mitigation shall be performed at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance to the 100-foot Buffer.
This mitigation may be in the form of plantings off-site.

3. Prince George’s County will assist in the selection of the off-site Buffer mitigation.

4. The Buffer shall be clearly marked in the field using fencing, signs, or some other -
means in order to clearly delineate the extent of the 100-foot Buffer.



Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission

STAFF REPORT
June 6, 2001

APPLICANT: Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

PROPOSAL: Woodrow Wilson Bridge (WWB)
Construction Staging Area

JURISDICTION: Prince George’s County
COMMISSION ACTION: Vote

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Conditional Approval with Condition
STAFF: Lisa Hoerger

APPLICABLE LAW/
REGULATIONS: COMAR 27.02.06 - Conditional Approval of
State or Local Agency Programs in the Critical Area

DISCUSSION:

The proposed site of the construction staging area (CSA) was one of many sites
investigated and assessed for potential use by the contractors. Construction staging areas
are typically not identified and reviewed as part of the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) process, however the sponsoring agencies (Federal Highway
Administration, Maryland State Highway Administration, Virginia Department of
Transportation, and District of Columbia, Department of Public Works) agreed that given
the magnitude of the project in an urban setting with limited available open space, review
of construction staging areas would be beneficial to the reviewing agencies, the
contractors, and the Project. Since final construction staging area locations and usage are
determined by individual contractors, the Project agreed to require the contractor to
return to the Commission for approval on individual construction staging areas within the
Chesapeake Bay Critical Area, if and when they were selected for use by contractors.

As the first contract (dredging) was completed earlier this year, the next critical step in
the construction of the bridge is the foundations. This step included driving piles and
pouring large concrete foundations in the Potomac River and on the Virginia landside.
The foundations are the sub-grade or underwater components that will support the piers
that will support the superstructure on which the roadway is built. The foundations
contract was advertised earlier this year and the “apparent low bidder” is
Tidewater/Keiwit/Clark Joint Venture (“TKC”). TKC is currently moving forward with




the design of staging areas to facilitate the start of construction as soon as possible upon
receipt of “Notice to Proceed”. The duration of the foundations contract is approximately
two years.

The primary construction staging area proposed for use by TKC is construction staging
area (CSA) G-2, located along the Smoot Cove shoreline, south of the existing Woodrow
Wilson Bridge, to support the construction of bridge foundations in the Potomac River.
This site offers a clear and level parcel of approximately five acres with direct water
access.

The CSA-G2 was proposed for use by TKC as the primary construction staging area for
the foundations contract. The contractor will be responsible for driving piles and
constructing foundation for all outer loop foundations and most of the inner loop
foundation (17 in total, 11 in the Potomac River and six on the Virginia landside). The
foundations include all of the underground or under water construction necessary to the
existing surface. Foundations support the piers, which support the superstructure that in
turn supports the roadway.

The duration of the foundations contract is approximately two years. The work
associated with this contract is the next step of the critical path to building the outer loop
bridge by 2004 so that traffic can be transferred before weight restrictions may be
imposed on the existing bridge. The contract documents include severe disincentives if
the foundations are not completed in accordance with the specified timeframe, which is
based upon the 2004 deadline.

Access to CSA-G2 is provided by an established haul road leading from Oxon Hill Road
to the site. TKC proposes to improve the dirt haul road by applying a gravel bed and
potentially installing additional check dams along the slope heading down to the
riverside. Most of this road is beyond the limits of the 1000’ Chesapeake Bay Critical
Area.

Utilities will be routed primarily from Oxon Hill Road. Electric and telephone lines will
be brought to the site from Oxon Hill Road via overhead poles. Water and sewer will be
provided by existing adjacent utility lines.

Most activities have been removed from the 100-foot Buffer area. Only a “lay-down”
area remains within the Buffer, which is critical space for inert construction materials
(such as steel plates, sheet piles, steel piles, steel forms, and reinforcement bar). Other
activities, beyond the 100-foot Buffer, include a concrete batch plant, an aggregate
storage area, trailers for TKC, a trailer for MDOT/SHA, mechanical areas, temporary
storage buildings, and construction worker parking. These uses have all been located out
of the 100-foot Buffer, in spite of limited area beyond that Buffer for a project of this
magnitude. The aggregate areas will be contained and the downgradient portion of the
site will be fenced with super silt fence.




For transitioning between the land and water, TKC has proposed a pier structure similar
to that included in the Project’s current permits. Initially, an approximate 100-foot long
bulkhead would be constructed along the shoreline (far less than actually permitted for
the Project), which will provide a sturdy access to a pier extending only 40 feet into
Smoot Cove. Beyond this pier, TKC proposed to float in a 365-foot by 35-foot deck
barge and secure it to the 100-foot by 40-foot pier. As the barge is floating and
moveable, this method minimizes impact to tidal waters and SAV beds.

Typical activities associated with the site include: batching of concrete for construction of
foundations in the Potomac River; conveyance of concrete to the pier for loading in
transport barges; storage of aggregates necessary to produce concrete; storage of steel and
other materials necessary for construction; light maintenance and welding; deliveries of
materials via the haul road; transfer of materials between land and water via trucks,
cranes, and barges, crew shift changes; entering and exiting of workers, and
administrative duties necessary to facilitate and manage the construction effort.

TKC has committed and the Project will ensure that the site will be maintained in an
orderly and tidy fashion and TKC will implement and follow various plans including a
sediment and erosion control plan, a stormwater pollution prevention plan, and a spill
contingency plan. All appropriate measures will be taken to provide for a safe and
environmentally sensitive construction staging area.

The State Highway Administration is seeking conditional approval for the use of a
critical construction staging area, located along the Smoot Cove shoreline, south of the

existing Woodrow Wilson Bridge, to support the construction of bridge foundations in
the Potomac River. In accordance with COMAR 27.02.6, TKC and the SHA provided
justification to the Critical Area staff for conditional approval to permit certain activities
within the 100-foot Buffer.

01 Criteria

B.(1) That there exist special features of a site or there are other special circumstances
such that the literal enforcement of these regulations would prevent a project or program
Jfrom being implemented;

The contractor selected the CSA-G2 to stage the most substantial portion of the work- the
construction of 11 foundations in the Potomac River. This site offers a clear and level
parcel of approximately five acres with direct water access. An additional major
advantage is the close proximity to the bridge.

The CSA-G2 site plan submitted by TKC depicts a concrete batch plant, an aggregate
storage area, trailers for TKC, a trailer for MDOT/SHA, mechanical areas, adequate
parking, a lay-down area (see B.(3)), and a pier. No other staging area was identified in
the vicinity of this size and proximity, rendering this site critical to the successful
completion of the in-water construction associated with the foundations contract.




Without this site, TKC will not be able to complete the foundation contract in accordance
with the rigorous schedule.

Additionally, TKC will be working on the Virginia landside and in the Potomac River
concurrently to meet the requisite project schedule. TKC will also be using a
construction staging area within Jones Point Park to stage the Virginia portion of the
work. This area will be used to the fullest extent possible to support the construction
activities on the Virginia side and maintain the rigorous schedule.

B.(2): That the project or program otherwise provides substantial public benefits to the
Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Program;,

While CSA-G2 is an integral part of the construction process, it is a temporary site,
designed with minimal impact to the environment. The Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project,
of which this task and parcel is an integral part of, does indeed provide substantial public
benefits to the Program. For instance, as part of the Potomac River Waterfront
Community Park, the Project will provide alternative means of transportation (bicycling
and walking), increased public access to the Potomac River as part of increased
functional and useable recreation space, opportunities for environmental education and
restoration, eradication of invasive species, and the establishment of more desirable,
native species.

In addition, the staging area provides a critical link to the completion of the Woodrow
Wilson Bridge, which will provide a variety of significant public benefits, including a
substantially improved transportation corridor, currently in need of repair and serious
improvement.

B.(3)

That the project or program is otherwise in conformance with this subtitle.

The project is otherwise in conformance with this subtitle, as the CSA-G2 site plan
submitted by TKC has been revised to include comments and recommendations from
both the Commission and the Project. The plan depicts a high level of environmental
sensitivity and priority upon avoidance and minimization of impact as almost all
activities have been removed from the 100-foot Buffer area. Only a “lay-down” area
remains, which is critical space for inert construction materials such as steel plates, sheet
piles, steel piles, steel forms, and reinforcement bar. Other activities include a concrete
batch plant, an aggregate storage area, trailers for TKC, a trailer for MDOT/SHA,
mechanical areas, temporary storage containers, and adequate parking. These uses have
all been located outside the 100-foot Buffer, in spite of limited area beyond that Buffer
for a project of this magnitude. The aggregate areas will be contained and the
downgradient portions of the site will be fenced with super silt fencing. TKC has
committed and the Project will ensure that the site will be maintained in an orderly and
tidy fashion and TKC will implement and follow various plans including a sediment and
erosion control plan, a stormwater pollution prevention plan, and a spill contingency
plan.




C.(D)
A showing that the literal enforcement of the provisions of this subtitle would prevent the
conduct of an authorized State or local agency program or project;

As stated above in B.(1), CSA-G2 is an integral and critical component of the
Foundations Contract and the WWB Project as a whole. The literal enforcement of the
provision would prevent the support necessary to complete the construction of the 11
foundations in the Potomac River, which in turn would prevent the transfer of traffic
from the existing bridge to the proposed outer loop span by 2004. Due to the
deteriorating condition of the existing bridge weight restrictions may be required beyond
2004. This would force a substantial amount of heavy truck traffic through Washington
DC or onto a much longer and arduous detour route (such as the west and north side of
the Capital Beltway or MD Route 301).

C.(2)
A proposed process by which the program or project could be so conducted as to
conform, insofar as possible, with the approved local Critical Area program or, if the

development is to occur on State-owned lands, with the criteria set forth in COMAR
27.02.05;

TKC, in conjunction with the Project will work with the Commission staff and
subcommittee to maintain commitments and resolve issues such as mitigation (see C (3)).
The Project will meet with the Commission staff bi-weekly until the mitigation plan is
agreed to by the Commission and the Project. Beyond the mitigation task, TKC and the
Project will meet quarterly (on site, if deemed appropriate by the Commission) to discuss
site issues, maintenance, and mitigation progress (as necessary). The Project has
committed to keep the public and interested parties informed through press releases and
public meetings as the Project continues.

C.(3)

Measures proposed to mitigate adverse effects of the project or program or an approved
local Critical Area program or, if on State-owned lands, on the criteria set forth in
COMAR 27.02.05.

As the CSA-G2 parcel is located in an IDA zone, the parcel is subject to the 10% Rule.
This rule requires that pollutant loads generated from a developed site be reduced to a
level at least 10% below the load generated at the same site prior to development. This is
typically carried out through stormwater management (SWM) design. Due to other
activities proposed adjacent to G2, the site is constrained in relation to the magnitude of
required activities for the foundation contract, thus no opportunities for SWM exist to
reduce pollutants from runoff. ‘

Mitigation for the 10% Rule is currently being resolved between TKC, the Project, and
CBCAC staff. Several options are being reviewed including reforestation and fee-in-lieu.



As reforestation would require a separate effort for site selection, site design (planting
plan), site approval, a procurement process, and planting, it would not be feasible to
complete reforestation before the slated mobilization at CSA-G2. The final
determination of appropriate mitigation will be determined by the Commission and TKC,
supported by the Project, is committed to completing the required and agreed to
mitigation in a timely manner, being fee-in-lieu, reforestation, or other acceptable means.

Remaining Critical Area Issues

The site does not support other Habitat Protection Areas (HPAs). The only HPA that
occurs on the proposed site is the 100-foot Buffer to the Potomac River. Proposed
activities in the Buffer are the subject of this conditional approval.

The site is mapped as an Intensely Developed Area (IDA). While 10% pollutant
reduction calculations are usually required for sites in the IDA, this disturbance is
temporary; therefore, it was agreed upon by Critical Area Commission staff and staff of
Prince George’s County that the 10% pollutant removal requirement will be the
responsibility of the ultimate developer of this site. The contractor is required to restore
this area to its original state once operations cease. The owner/developer of this property
will propose a development plan and will be responsible for 10% pollutant reduction
calculations.

The sediment and erosion control plans were reviewed and are pending final approval by
the Maryland Department of the Environment. That approval is expected within the next
few days of the writing of this staff report (5/23/01).

Commission staff contacted staff of Prince George’s County Department of
Environmental Resources to obtain comments. Those comments are pending, but will be
reported to the Commission at its meeting.

If the Commission confers conditional approval for this activity, staff recommends the
following condition:

Mitigation is performed at a 2:1 basis for all disturbance to the 1 00-fobt Buffer. This
mitigation may include plantings within the watershed.
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Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission

STAFF REPORT
June 6, 2001

APPLICANT: Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

PROPOSAL: Woodrow Wilson Bridge (WWB), Contract MA1A
Sediment and Erosion Control Plan

JURISDICTION: Prince George’s County
COMMISSION ACTION: Vote

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Approval with conditions
STAFF: Lisa Hoerger

APPLICABLE LAW/
REGULATIONS: - COMAR 27.02.05 - Development in the Critical Area
. Resulting from State and Local Agency Programs

DISCUSSION:

The Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project is moving forward with the construction of the proposed
bridge to replace the existing Woodrow Wilson Bridge. The first contract (dredging) was
completed earlier this year and bid opening for the bridge foundation contract occurred on March
22, 2001. The next critical element of construction to be undertaken will be the development of
the Maryland abutment for the bridge (Contract MA1A). This abutment will be located near the
western end of Rosalie Island. The anticipated “Notice to Proceed” for Contract MA1A is
August 8,2001. The duration of the WWB Abutment Contract is approximately two years.

The work area for Contract MA1A is within the 1000’ Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Boundary.
Portions of the work also lie within the 100’ Critical Area Buffer and Smoots Cove/Potomac
River. The work generally consists of placement of fill material, both on Rosalie Island and
within Smoots Cove. This fill material will provide the foundation for the eastern approach to
northbound 1-95. Due to existing soil conditions at the site, the work will progress in stages in
order to monitor the consolidation of the underlying soil formations. Additional fill material will
be placed at the site to shorten the length of time necessary for the underlying soil to reach the
necessary consolidation.

An established haul road leading from Oxon Hill Road to the site will provide access to MA1A.
Improvements to the dirt haul road will be completed by applying a gravel bed and potentially
installing additional check dams along the slope heading down to the riverside. Most of this road
is outside of the 1000’ Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Boundary.

1




This Contract (MA1A) was approved by the Commission at it’s meeting in December when the
Commission voted to approve the stormwater management design for compliance with the 10%
Pollutant Reduction Rule with several conditions. Because of the large scope of this project, the
construction will occur in several phases, hence multiple contracts. One condition of the
approval of the stormwater management facilities was to ensure that as the contracts progress,
any changes to either the stormwater management or erosion and sediment control plans shall be
resubmitted to the Commission for review and approval.

The sediment and erosion control plan is the issue before the Commission. This plan is solely
for the activities associated with Contract MA1A and requires approval by the Commission. The
sediment and erosion control plan includes a modified high super silt fence adjacent to the limit
of disturbance along the Potomac River and Smoots Cove. This practice includes a 72” high
fabric to filter sediment laden stormwater runoff prior to being discharged from the construction
site. The practice also includes supporting posts to be installed 96” into the ground in order to
provide additional support against overturning of the practice.

These plans were approved by the Maryland Department of the Environment. The plans were
also enhanced at the request of the Project Subcommittee in order to ensure impacts from this
phase of construction were minimized to the extent possible. The project team has met with Mr.
Dave Bourdon on March 21, 2001 and again on May 18, 2001 to discuss design enhancements to
the erosion and sediment control plan prepared for the project.

The Project will ensure that the site will be maintained in an orderly and tidy fashion and the
Contractor will assign an Erosion and Sediment Control Manager (ESCM). The ESCM will be
responsible for the inspection with the Engineer the erosion and sediment controls on a daily
basis and after storms, among other duties. A quality assurance rating system will be used by the
Administration to monitor the performance of the sediment control measures and the
Contractor’s maintenance of them. The rating will also be used cause corrective actions to be
taken to ensure proper function of the sediment control measures for the protection of the
environmental resources adjacent to the project. All appropriate measures will be taken to
provide for a safe and environmentally sensitive construction area.

Permits from the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE)

Due to the requested changes to the sediment and erosion control plan from the Project

Subcommittee Chair Dave Bourdon and MDE, the final permits are pending approval from
MDE. The requested changes are being incorporated into the plans, and those plans will be
resubmitted shortly. The Project expects final approval to occur within the next few weeks.




Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 4, 2001

Mr. Robert Cuthbertson

MDE, Water Management Administration
Tidal Wetlands Division

2500 Broening Highway

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

RE: Michael Wilson, 01-WL-1652
Dear Mr. Cuthbertson:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced permit to this office for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to construct 140 linear feet of stone revetment with a
maximum of 35 feet channelward of mean high water. This office defers to your office
regarding the method of shore erosion control for this site.

However, we are concerned about the extent of the revetment into Glebe Bay. I have not
visited the site, but according to the 1999 Submerged Aquatic Vegetation (SAV) survey,
this area supports Z. palustris. Disturbance to these aquatic resources should be the

- 'minimum necessary. The structure should be scaled back to minimize disturbance to this

species of SAV provided the integrity and purpose of the structure is not comprised. We
defer to your expertise concerning this issue.

Any clearing of vegetation associated with the cut and fill needs to be replaced at a 1:1
basis.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions or concerns at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

S, o Rbecge

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450



Judge John C. North, II Ren Serey

Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 24, 2001

Mr. Chris Colvin

MNCPPC

Prince George’s County, Dept. of Parks and Recreation

Planning, Design, & Research Div., Design & Engineering Section
6600 Kenilworth Avenue

Riverdale, Maryland 20737

Re:  Cedar Haven Park - Plan of bioretention area plantings and bank stabilization

Dear Mr. Colvin:

. Thank you for forwarding the plan for the bioretention area and bank stabilization of the
Cedarhaven Park project. The proposed shrub species are acceptable for the bioretention
area. Thank you for your consideration of the planting the existing bank along the
Patuxent. Given the type of use this area receives, we concur that the most suitable
alternative would be to reseed the bank for stabilization.

As a follow-up issue, please forward the remaining plans for the revised reforestation
area. The plan should include the total number of acres planned for reforestation and the
method proposed such as natural regeneration or plantings (assuming planting is the
method selected).

Please forward the final revised plan to me within 30 days if possible. Thank you for
your cooperation. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

¢ 7 —
5 TF (Oc{-.fg}e_k_/
Lisa A. Hoerger )

Natural Resources Planner

' cc: Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLI1S-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450



Judge John C. North, II Ren Serey
Chairman Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 23, 2001

Ms. Elinor Gawel

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6402

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  BEA Request for the Charles F. Delavan Property

Dear Mr. Gawel:

I would like to offer comments regarding the request of Charles F. Delavan to designate his
property as a Buffer Exemption Area (BEA). Based on the information submitted and a site visit
to the property, this office cannot support the designation of this lot as a BEA.

The Critical Area Criteria in COMAR 27.01.09.01.B (8) states that a BEA designation may be

‘ appropriate “...where it can be sufficiently demonstrated that the existing pattern of residential,
industrial, commercial or recreational development in the Critical Area” prevents the Buffer from
fulfilling its functions relating to habitat and water quality. Generally, Commission staff has
found that it is difficult to evaluate a single lot and determine that it meets the criteria for BEA
designation. Even if the entire subdivision in this case was taken into consideration, we still
cannot find a pattern of development that prevents the Buffer from fulfilling its functions.

The County is required to make specific findings regarding the Buffer on sites proposed for
designation as a BEA. In §1A-109 (f) of the County’s Zoning Ordinance, it is stated that
findings shall be made that the existing pattern of residential industrial, commercial, or
recreational development in the Critical Area prevents the Buffer from fulfilling the following
functions:

(1) providing for the removal or reduction of sediments, nutrients, and potentially
harmful or toxic substances in runoff entering the bay and its tributaries;

(2) minimizing the adverse effects of human activities on wetlands, shorelines, stream
banks, tidal waters, and aquatic resources;

(3) maintaining an area of transitional habitat between aquatic and upland communities:

b

(4) maintaining the natural environment of streams; and

(5) protection of riparian wildlife habitat.
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Gawel
Page Two
May 23, 2001

After reviewing aerial photographs and visiting the site, this office cannot make the findings as
required in COMAR or the County’s Zoning Ordinance. The Buffer is fully vegetated with a
mix of canopy, understory and a herbaceous layer of native species. This Buffer is fully
functioning according to the findings outlined above; therefore, it does not qualify as a BEA.

In a recent court decision regarding the designation of the Buffer Exemption Areas, the Court
directed a local government to address the criteria for buffer exemptions, specifically to find that
the existing Buffer will not perform the functions outlined in the Criteria. Since that decision
was received by the Commission in March 1999, the Commission has required that local
governments make specific findings when mapping BEAs (case enclosed). The court case cites
COMAR 27.09.01 B and C as the findings that must be made with regard to mapping new BEAs.
These findings include those found in the County’s Zoning Ordinance and that are outlined
above.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please advise the Commission of the County’s
determination for this lot. Please telephone me with any questions or concerns at (410) 260-
3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Mary Owens, CBCAC
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Judge John C. North, 11 \ _[L",d" Ren Serey
Chairman \w”" Executive Director
‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 24, 2001

Ms. Penny Chalkley

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6302

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Collison Property — S 92-201, P 00-231

Dear Ms. Chalkley:

I have received the resubmittal for the above-referenced subdivision. It appears the
applicant addressed the comments from my letter of November 13, 2000. I have outlined
a few remaining comments below.

1. It appears the LOD on proposed lot 1B is no longer inside the 100-foot Buffer. The
LOD should appear more clearly on the plan since it is close to the edge of the Buffer.
This may help to ensure the Buffer is not disturbed as a result of construction.

. This office still has not received copies of the 10% pollutant reduction calculations.
Please forward those calculations.

. The site plan indicates the site supports Elkton Silt Loam. Where is this pocket of
hydric soil located?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any
questions at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

o Pleccse

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: AA 550-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Judge John C. North, II Ren Serey
. Chairman Executive Director
STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 23, 2001

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Goettee Property
S #1999-089, P #1999-152

‘ Dear Ms. Krinetz:

I have received the revised sketch plan for the above-referenced subdivision request. Since I just
received the plans, I believe these comments will arrive after the County’s deadline. The
applicant made significant changes since the last sketch plan was reviewed by this office. I have
outlined our comments below based on the sketch plan dated 3/23/01.

1) It appears there will be some disturbance to steep slopes, the nontidal wetland buffer and
the 100-foot Buffer to an intermittent stream for the access road. It is my understanding
there are no alternatives to access the site. If this is the case, then this office does not
object to the proposed location of the access road; however, all efforts should be made to
minimize these impacts, including reducing roadway widths.

2) Since many of the proposed lots contain areas of steep slopes, a note should be added to
the plat alerting future homeowners and the homeowners association that no disturbance
is permitted in these areas absent a variance. This office will not support variances for
new development activities on newly created lots; therefore, these areas might be platted
as community-owned land rather than private lots.

3) Since the nontidal wetland buffer is impacted by a portion of the entrance the applicant
should be in contact with the Maryland Department of the Environment Nontidal
Wetlands Division regarding permits.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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)

6)

7

8)

Proposed Lot 3 requires disturbance to steep slopes to access the developable portion of
the lot. Generally, this office does not support this type of disturbance for new lots that
are part of a larger subdivision. If this were the only developable portion of a single lot
or parcel, and disturbance to an HPA were the only alternative, this office would have no
objection. We understand the applicant proposes to remove some debris in this area;
however, it is not clear whether this action constitutes a reason to disturb the slopes
unless slope disturbance will occur as a result of the debris removal. Without more
detailed information, it is difficult for this office to make that determination.

A note should be added to the plat indicating the allowable impervious area remaining for
each lot. .

Given the amount of clearing proposed, the applicant is required to reforest at a 1.5:1
ratio. We understand a portion of that required reforestation will occur on site. Has the
applicant identified the off-site reforestation area?

A majority of the forest retained occurs on proposed lots. A note should be added to the
plat alerting future residents and the homeowners association that clearing is prohibited in
these areas absent a forest management plan from the County.

It is not clear from the information provided how the issue of stormwater will be
addressed for this subdivision. It appears the existing pond that serves the Riva Trace
community will not be used. Please provide this information when it becomes available.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions at
(410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CC:

AA 415-99




CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

MEMORANDUM
To: Commission Members
From: Mary Owens and Lisa Hoerger
Date: May 18, 2001
Subject: Update on Anne Arundel County Council Bill #78-00

At the next monthly meeting of the Commission, panel chairman James Foor will provide
the full Commission with an update of the progress to date of Anne Arundel County
Council Bill #78-00. As you may recall, this bill was drafted to provide for Buffer
Exemption Area standards for Government Reuse Facilities. At the Comm1ssmn s April
meeting, the County requested that the matter be placed on hold

Since that time staff and panel members have met with the County to discuss the
language in the Bill. Attached is a copy of the latest draft of Bill 78-00. If you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact us at (410) 260-3460.

Attachment




DRAFT******DRAFT******DRAFT

ARTICLE 28 ZONING
Title 1A. Critical Area

1A-109. Buffer exemption and enhancement program.
(b) A buffer exemption may be applied on[:

(1)] land that is designated as a "buffer exemption area" shown dn buffer exemption
area maps permanently on file in the Office of Planning and Zoning; and

[(2)] (1) legally recorded lots, subdivided parcels or parcels within the mapped buffer
exemption area that were created on or before December 1, 1985[.] ; OR

(2) GOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITIES.

(c) EXCEPTFOR A GOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITY, [All] ALL building permit applications
for lots or parcels within the buffer exemption area shall be reviewed by the Office of
Planning and Zoning to determine whether the application meets the following criteria for
approval of a buffer exemption:

(D) WITHIN A GOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITY, THE OVERALL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
SHALL COMPLY WITH THE FOLLOWING BUFFER EXEMPTION AREA CRITERIA:

(1) ANY DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER SHALL
MINIMIZE IMPACT TO THE BUFFER;

(2) A VEGETATED BUFFER SHALL COVER NO LESS THAN 25% OF THE TOTAL AREA
WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER, PROVIDED THAT VEGETATED AREAS OF LESS THAN 10 FEET
IN WIDTH SHALL NOT BE COUNTED TOWARD THE 25% MINIMUM;

(3) THE VEGETATED BUFFER MAY VARY IN WIDTH;

(4) EXISTING BUILDING FOOTPRINTS AND OTHER IMPERVIOUS SURFACES MAY BE
RELOCATED, PROVIDED THAT SUCH RELOCATION: (I) RESULTS IN A NET REDUCTION IN
TOTAL IMPERVIOUS SURFACE WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER; AND (II) DOES NOT LOCATE
ANY BUILDING CLOSER TO THE WATER THAN EXISTING BUILDINGS, 25 FEET FROM THE
LANDWARD EDGE OF A WATERFRONT REVETMENT, OR 25 FEET, WHICHEVER IS
GREATER;

(5) MITIGATION FOR ALL DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY WITHIN THE 100-FOOT
BUFFER SHALL BE REQUIRED AND MAY BE ACCOMPLISHED BY:

(I) COMPLYING WITH THE PROVISIONS FOR NEWLY DEVELOPED IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE AS SET FORTH AT (C) (5) OF THIS SECTION; OR

(IT) REMOVING IMPERVIOUS SURFACE IN AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO THE IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE ADDED, REPLACED, OR OTHERWISE DISTURBED; OR

(IIT) A COMBINATION OF (I) AND (IT) ABOVE;

(6) EXISTING NATIVE VEGETATION MAY NOT BE REMOVED FROM THE 100-FOOT



BUFFER, EXCEPT IN ACCORDANCE WITH AN APPROVED BUFFER MANAGEMENT PLAN
DESIGNED TO ENHANCE THE BUFFER; AND

(7)THERE SHALL BEANETDECREASE OF AT LEAST 10% OF THE TOTAL IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER.

(E) THE BUFFER EXEMPTION DESCRIBED IN SUBSECTION (B)(2) OF THIS SECTION AND
THE BUFFER EXEMPTION CRITERIA DESCRIBED IN SUBSECTION (D) OF THIS SECTION
SHALL NOT APPLY TO A SITE OR ANY PART OF A SITE THAT:

(1) NO LONGER MEETS THE DEFINITION OF AGOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITY UNDER
ARTICLE 28, *1-101(27A) OF THIS CODE; '

(2) IS NOT DEVELOPED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AN OVERALL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
THAT SATISFIES THE REQUIREMENTS OF ARTICLE 28, *2-302(B)(5A)(VI) OF THIS CODE; OR

(3) IS ADMINISTRATIVELY OR LEGISLATIVELY REZONED TO A DIFFERENT ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THAT DOES NOT INCLUDE THE REQUIREMENTS FOR A GOVERNMENT
REUSE FACILITY DESCRIBED IN ARTICLE 28, **1-101(27A) AND 2-302(B)(5A)(VI) OF THIS
CODE.

CATEMP\dtrevdrft.wpd

SECTION 3. And be it further enacted, That this Ordinance shall take effect 45 days from the date it
becomes law.

Prepared By: Sally 1iff
Jim Cannelli
Betty Dixon
Reviewed By:  Linda Schuett
Denis Canavan
Proofed By: JoAnne Gray

C:\TEMP\dtrevdrft.wpd
November 15, 2000
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Chairman S Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax; (410) 974-5338
May 18, 2001
Mary Kay Verdery
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  William Ewing, Jr.
L-852

Dear Ms. Verdery:

‘ Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced lot line revision to this office for review
and comment. The applicant proposes a lot line revision to make lot 3 a minimum three-
acre lot. We understand both lots existed prior to December 1, 1985 and are therefore
afforded grandfathered status. However, the proposed revision creates less buildable area
on lot 4R which will result in more disturbance to the Buffer on lot 4R. We recommend
the lot line remain intact for the purpose of maintaining more buildable are on lot 4 R.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%»‘ 2 7—(»-«434/\_

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 279-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 0




Judge John C. North, II

Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 18, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Jane Blades
L-851

Dear Ms. Verdery:
’ Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced lot line revision to this office for review
and comment. Provided the lot line revision will not result in any need for variances to

accommodate future development, this office has no comment.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 278-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 Q




Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 18, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Anthony J. Watson
S-926

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to create two lots. I have outlined our comments below.

1. The 100-foot Buffer shall be reestablished on this lot. The plantings should be a mix of
canopy, understory, shrub and herbaceous layer of native species.

. 2. There should be sufficient areas to accommodate all new development activities without
the need for a variance. This office will not support variances for proposed development
activities on newly created lots.

3. Atpresent, it appears both resulting lots will be able to meet the impervious surface
limitation of 15%; however, the area of a driveway to serve Lot 2 has not yet been
determined.

4. Since the existing forest cover was not provided, it is difficult to determine whether the
proposed afforestation figures are correct. Please verify these figures. In any case, the
afforestation can be used to reestablish the 100-foot Buffer.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional information
or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%\,‘ A 7—‘—&&9\_

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 281-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METROQ-586-0450

Ren Serey
Executive Director



Judge John C. North, II

Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 18, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Peter W. Marth
S-925

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for

‘ review and comment. The applicant proposes to create one lot from a parcel labeled as
“remaining lands” of a larger parcel that was subdivided in November 1985. I have
outlined our comments below.

1. The 100-foot Buffer shall be reestablished on this lot. The pléntings should be a
mix of canopy, understory, shrub and herbaceous layer of native species.

2. There should be sufficient areas to accommodate all new development activities
without the need for a variance. This office will not support variances.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%‘: o M
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 284-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450 @




Ren Serey
Executive Director

Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 18, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery .
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning

Courthouse
Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  The Knapp Foundation
S-929

Dear Ms. Verdery:

’ Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide one lot from the existing
parcel. I have outlined our comments below.

1. We recommend the applicant ensure the area of the proposed lot can
accommodate all future development activities outside the 100-foot Buffer.

2. The County should ensure the impervious surface total is accurate. Does it
include the area of the driveway?

3. It appears afforestation was addressed and is the required acreage figure is
correct. The location of the afforestation area is acceptable since it is within the
100-foot Buffer to the tidal pond. We encourage that some plantings might occur
along the shoreline of the Tred Avon River.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%—“«' ‘a 74’%
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: TC284-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450



Judge John C. North, II

Ren Serey

Chairman Executive Director
STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 18, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  William Walke
Appeal # 1186

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced special exception request to this office
for review and comment. The applicant proposes to construct a 75-foot by 5-foot timber
pier extension with four mooring piles, boatlift maximum of 225 feet channelward of
mean high water. This office has no comment regarding the encroachment issue.

We have no objection to the requested pier provided no Habitat Protection Areas (HPAs)
in Broad Creek will be impacted. The HPAs include shellfish beds, anadromous fish
propagation waters, submerged aquatic vegetation and any other rare, threatened or
endangered species listed by the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have additional
questions or if I can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

%\ A M
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 294-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Judge John C. North, II

: Ren Serey
. Chairman Executive Director
. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 15, 2001

Mr. Christopher Wilson, Chairman
Anne Arunde] County Board of Appeals
Arundel Center

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Bay Ridge Properties
BA 50-00A, BA 12-01A, BA 13-01A

Dear Chairman Wilson:

I am writing on behalf of the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission to state the

Commission’s position on the above-referenced appeals. The applicant has appealed the

County’s Permit Application Center’s denial of building permits #B02152773 and

#B02152773 and grading permit #G02007913. The Commission wishes to state that it

supports the County’s determination that these permits should not be issued until the
‘ subject lots have completed the proper subdivision review process.

It is our understanding that the applicant asserts that these lots are not subject to the
subdivision approval process. We understand that the case before the Board appears to
be a simple matter of the issuance or denial of building and grading permits; however, we
agree with the County that the property at issue in this case should be subject to the
subdivision process in 2001.

As we understand the situation, a decision exempting these lots from the subdivision
review process could have potentially grave consequences for a far greater number of lots
in the Bay Ridge community, which could be similarly exempted under the same legal
theory. If the subdivision process is not required, no Critical Area review will occur.
This issue is paramount because without the subdivision review process, certain reviews,
including review for clearing limitations, impervious surface limitations, density
restrictions, and review for Habitat Protection Areas, will not occur. To allow new
development to occur in the Critical Area without Critical Area review is not in
accordance with the spirit and intent of the Critical Area Program. '

The Commission views this case as important because of the potential precedent that the
Board may set for other parcels near the subject lots. If there is no thorough review
through the subdivision process, important environmental issues may be overlooked. For
example, our office has been informed that certain contiguous areas of forest may support
Forest Interior Dwelling Bird species. These species are sensitive to development and
human activities and the development of these habitat areas require special design.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Perhaps most important is the fact that certain similarly situated parcels in the Bay Ridge
community are designated as a Resource Conservation Area (RCA), which limits density
to one dwelling unit per twenty acres. Especially in the sensitive RCA, the
environmental effects of proposed development must be carefully evaluated under the
County’s laws and regulations, including the Critical Area Program.

On behalf of the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission, I recommend that the Board
consider the effect of this decision on the County’s review processes, which are designed
to permit development where it can be accommodated in an appropriate and sensitive
manner. The County’s Critical Area Program should apply to these lots as it was
originally intended when the local Critical Area Program was first implemented.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please notify the Commission in writing of
the decision made in this case.

Sincerely,

}4/@4: .Y éﬁ(ngC <,

Lisa Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

In accordance with Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article, Annotated Code of
Maryland, §10-204, this is a true copy of a public record of the Chesapeake Bay Critical
Area Commission. )

fO
Custodian of Record
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 15, 2001

Mr. Terrance E. Valentine

Environmental Programs Unit Coordinator
Water and Sewer Design Section
Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission
14501 Sweitzer Lane

Laurel, Maryland 20707-5902

Re:  WSSC Contract 99CM2551-A
. Swan Harbor Sewer Replacement

Dear Mr. Valentine:

Thank you for providing me with an updated Plantings Agreement for this project. I
understand the project is completed and your agency is currently stabilizing the area;
therefore, you intend to plant in November 2001. I will contact you in late November to

arrange for a site visit.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions, please telephone me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Wayne Black, WSSC

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 11, 2001

Mr. Robert Cuthbertson

MDE, Water Management Administration
Tidal Wetlands Division

2500 Broening Highway

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re:  01-WL-1433, Millennium Inorganic Chemicals
Dear Mr. Cuthbertson:

I have received the above-referenced project to construct a gabion emergency spillway,
outfall structure, repair and fortify a dam, and install a discharge pipe. We defer to your
. office with construction activities that will occur below mean high water.

From the plans submitted, it appears there will be clearing and grading above mean high
water. All clearing and grading within the 100-foot Buffer must be mitigated at a 1:1
basis for activities associated with shore erosion control and at a 3:1 basis for all other
activities. The 100-foot Buffer is measured from the landward edge of mean high water
of tidal waters, tributary streams, and tidal wetlands.

Any disturbance to areas with Submerged Aquatic Vegetation should be minimized and
avoided. If this area of the Patapsco River is anadromous fish spawning habitat, activities
are prohibited between March 1 and May 15 (COMAR 27.01.09.05).

I understand there may be a meeting in the near future to discuss this project. Please

notify me of this meeting or any field meetings associated with this project. I can be
reached at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%ﬂ o (L zé%( Fe—

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

' cC:  AA Co. Tidal Wetlands File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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' STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 11, 2001

Mr. Robert Cuthbertson

MDE, Water Management Administration
Tidal Wetlands Division

2500 Broening Highway

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re:  01-WL-1369, MD Department of Budget and Management
Dear Mr. Cuthbertson:

[ have received the above-referenced project to emplace 15.9 miles of fiber optic cable
from Annapolis to Stevensville by trenching, directionally boring and attachment to
existing bridges over tidal waters. We defer to your office with construction activities
that will occur below mean high water; however, any disturbance to tidal waters,
tributary streams or tidal wetlands should minimize impacts, especially in areas where
Submerged Aquatic Vegetation is present. In the case of anadromous fish spawning
habitat, activities are prohibited between March 1 and May 15 (COMAR 27.01.09.05).

We are concerned with any disturbance above mean high water, especially both
permanent and temporary disturbance to the 100-foot Buffer which is measured from the
landward edge of mean high water of tidal waters, tributary streams, and tidal wetlands.
Any clearing associated with this construction requires mitigation in the form of
plantings.

If you have any questions, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA Co. Tidal Wetlands File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 11, 2001

Mr. Robert Cuthbertson

MDE, Water Management Administration
Tidal Wetlands Division

2500 Broening Highway

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re: 01-WL-1474, Dimitri Sfakivanudis
Dear Mr. Cuthbertson:

‘ I have received the above-referenced project to expand an existing 11-slip marina to 70
slips for the purpose of marina expansion. We defer to your office concerning the
proposed marina configuration; however it is my understanding this shoreline supports
Submerged Aquatic Vegetation (SAV). Disturbance to any Habitat Protection Area
(HPA) should be avoided or minimized. If this area of Selby Bay is also anadromous fish
spawning habitat, construction activities are prohibited between March 1 and May 15
(COMAR 27.01.09.05).

While we support non-structural means for shore erosion control, it should not replace
other important habitat areas or HPAs such as SAV. We request that your evaluation of
the proposed marsh creation for this project take this issue into account.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions concerning the
above comments, I can be reached at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,
-

\,

el A Eleec S

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: AA Co. Tidal Wetlands File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. Chairman

May 9, 2001

Ms. Penny Chalkley

'Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Wayson Properties, Inc.
Formerly C #00-003, S # 98-110 and P #00-045

[ have received the final resubmittal for the above-referenced property. It is my understanding
that proposed Lot 2 will be redeveloped; therefore the applicant is required to submit 10%
Pollutant Reduction calculations since the site is in the Intensely Developed Area. In a previous
submission the applicant performed this calculation and determined that 20.96 pounds of
phosphorous would need to be removed. The applicant selected a trench design.

The current plan slightly reconfigures proposed Lot 2, therefore the calculation needs to be
performed again to accommodate for the change in area which may also include changes in
existing and proposed impervious areas. Please have the applicant forward the calculations to
this office when they become available.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions or
require additional information.

Sincerely,

%\7 o-; e k? (C\L‘C/Lf‘) S

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cC:  AA98-00

Dear Ms. Chalkley:

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 8, 2001
Lori Allen

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Broomfield Manor/Hugel Property
S 78-114, P 97-269 ‘

Dear Ms. Allen:

Thank you for forwarding the final development plans for the Broomfield subdivision request. It
appears the comments from my previous letters dated January 29, 1998 and July 24, 1998 have
been addressed. My only remaining comment is with regard to the proposed species selected for
the Critical Area Reforestation Area. We recommend the applicant consider using a mix of trees
and shrubs. The current list proposes only tree species. If shrub species are added, they should
also be native species.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please call me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

:% év ol .Z \ 0{4’_6‘,2;\__/

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CcC: AA 40-98

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman
STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 7, 2001

Ms. Janet Vine, Chief Maryland Section Northern
Department of the Army

P.O.Box 1715

Baltimore District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-1715

Re:  Anne Arundel County Department of Public Works
Locust Cove, off Bodkin Creek, Anne Arundel County Maryland

Dear Ms. Vine:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced project to this office as part of the Public Notice.
In addition to the Anne Arundel County Department of Public Works, it is my understanding that
three additional property owners request a permit to dredge spur channels to improve navigable
access. [t is also my understanding that various sections of the proposed dredging will impact
Submerged Aquatic Vegetation (SAV). Disturbance to these aquatic resources should be the
minimum necessary.

Another important aquatic species that may occur in the project area is anadromous fish. The
Code of Maryland Regulations at §27.01.09.05 provides for the protection of anadromous fish
propagation waters. This protection includes that instream work be prohibited between March 1
and May 15.

If you have any questions, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

\ g ’ e
) PR /(. : j(? (C’C(/‘jxc_,»\__

-

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Robert Cuthbertson, MDE —Tidal Wetlands Division
AA Tidal Wetlands File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 4, 2001

Mr. Lori Allen

MS 6303

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning

2664 Riva Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Brice Manor West
S 00-027, P 00-247

. Dear Ms. Allen:

Thank you for forwarding the preformal approval of the above-referenced site plan. It
appears the comments of our last letter dated December 14, 2000 have been addressed. 1
have outlined one remaining issue below.

In the Critical Area Calculation Table it states that Lot 4 will have no clearing allowed;
however, the septic area is partially in the critical area, and it seems as though clearing
may be necessary for this activity. If so, the table should be amended to reflect this
allowance for clearing, and to ensure the total clearing will still remain under 20%.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any
questions at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

,%ﬂc(.- &g ;Z (’cﬁé{_ 'f@’;—

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: AA591-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 2, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Warren Wolbert, S 918
Dear Ms. Verdery:
Thank you for forwarding the revised plan dated 4-9-01 for the above-referenced subdivision.

. 1. Has the County received a letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division indicating the presence or absence of any rare, threatened or

endangered species that may be utilizing this site? Final plat approval should not occur until
this letter is received and any issues have been addressed.

2. It appears the impervious surface calculations for proposed Lot 2 have not been corrected.
Please have the applicant amend the total existing impervious surface figure and the total
allowable impervious surface figure.

3. The areas indicated as afforestation areas are not labeled with acreage figures, therefore it is
difficult to determine whether the afforestation requirement has been adequately met. Please
have the applicant provide those figures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if I can provide you
with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%?‘a;l Yty
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cc:  TC106-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 2, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Jamaica Point
M-1000

Dear Ms. Verdery:

. Thank you for forwarding the concept plan for the above-referenced subdivision. I have
provided our comments below.

1. Since the use of the land will be converting from an agricultural use to a
residential use, the 100-foot Buffer must be established. The Buffer should
consist of native species and include a variety of canopy trees, understory trees
and shrubs and herbaceous plants.

2. It appears there may be some pockets of tidal and/or nontidal wetlands in the area
proposed as lots 6 and 7. Tidal wetlands require a 100-foot Buffer and nontidal
wetlands require a 25-foot Buffer.

3. All tributary streams also require a 100-foot Buffer from the edge of the banks.
Access to the proposed lots should not require a variance due to a stream crossing
unless it is the only way to access the lots.

4. All proposed lots should be of sufficient size to accommodate new development
activities (i.e. dwellings, accessory uses, septic systems, wells) outside the 100-
foot Buffer or any other designated Habitat Protection Area.

5. Please forward the environmental report and the letter from the Department of

Natural Resources (DNR), Heritage and Biodiversity Division as soon as they are
available.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Verdery
Page Two
May 2, 2001

6.

10.

The other potential issue that may affect this subdivision is the presence of
Delmarva Fox Squirrels. We defer to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
DNR regarding the determination of whether these species utilize this site, and if
so how to manage for these species.

The parcel should contain a minimum of 15% forest cover otherwise afforestation
is required. Please provide the existing forest cover figures.

It is not clear what the requested number of lots are for the proposed subdivision.
The site plan indicates in the notes a total of nine lots, however 17 lots are shown.
Please clarify. Are existing lots 1 through 8 already platted and proposed lots 9-
17 the lots that are part of the requested subdivision?

How was the density generated for a total of 17 lots when the site plan indicates
only 191.8 acres are in the Critical Area?

The access road serving lots 9-17 is reserved against development. This should
not be part of the 22.2 acres that is reserved since it is part of the development
activity. It should also be included in the impervious surface calculations.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%ac\ Q (Q—{MC%_
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CcC:

Scott Smith, DNR
TC 228-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
May 2, 2001

Mr. Lawrence W. Hill, Landscape Architectural Supervisor
Park Planning and Development Division
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
Department of Parks and Recreation

6600 Kenilworth Avenue

Riverdale, Maryland 20737

Re:  Colmar Manor Community Park, Service Road Renovation

Dear Mr. Hill:

Thank you for your letter regarding the above referenced project. Your agency proposes to apply
gravel to an existing compacted dirt road for service vehicles that maintain the adjoining ball
fields. Since there will be no additional impervious area, no additional clearing, and the activity
will not impact any Habitat Protection Areas, formal approval by the Chesapeake Bay Critical
Area Commission is not required. Therefore, no additional information is required unless the
plans change. '

You may wish to contact the Prince George’s County Department of Environmental Resources
(DER) to determine whether a CBCAC conservation plan may be required. The person to
contact is Richard Thompson at (301) 883-5919.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to telephone
me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

==l s Pheeqe

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Richard Thompson, PG DER

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 27, 2001
Mary Kay Verdery
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Levin Harrison
M-998

’ Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the revised preliminary/final plat for the above-referenced
subdivision. I have provided our comments below.

After our site visit it appears that much of the existing parcel is or could be considered
impervious area with the exception of the area of proposed lot one. Subdivision of this
parcel would not be problematic except that the resulting lots will exceed their respective
impervious surface limitations either now or in the future. Therefore, this office cannot
support a subdivision request.

We recommend the applicant consider growth allocation to an IDA in order to subdivide
this parcel. AnIDA designation would eliminate the impervious surface issues that are
otherwise problematic when subdividing in an LDA. In lieu of an impervious surface
limitation, the IDA designation would require the applicant to meet the 10% Pollutant
Reduction Rule for all new or redevelopment activities in the IDA. This requirement
typically results in some type of stormwater management device or plantings.

The last submittal to this office did not include any additional environmental information
including a letter from the Department of Natural Resources (DNR), Heritage and
Biodiversity Division. The only additional information was a note of the plat regarding
the Delmarva Fox Squirrel. We defer to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and DNR
regarding the determination of whether these species utilize this site, and if so how to
manage for them.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.
Sincerely,

%j &:. ct ‘Zécléc%

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Scott Smith, DNR
TC 107-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 27, 2001
Mary Kay Verdery
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Waterloo
M-999

‘ Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to create a total of three lots from one
parcel in the Limited Development Area (LDA). Below I have outlined some comments
concerning the sketch plan.

1. On Tuesday, we drove past this site and discovered that not all environmental
features were shown. Please ensure that the applicant includes the existing
forested area on future plans and any other pertinent environmental features that
may exist such as streams or wetlands.

2. The impervious surface limitations, including the existing impervious areas
should be provided in a table on future plans. The area of impervious surface on
the lot labeled “Remaining Land” should not exceed 15%.

3. A letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity
Division should be obtained before final approval. Please forward a copy of that
letter when it is available.

4. Tt appears the current site has sufficient forested area based on the notes that no
afforestation will be required; however, the area of the 100-foot Buffer must be
reestablished on the area of proposed lot 2 since the use of the land appears to be
changing from an agricultural use to a residential use. Also, reforestation will be

‘ necessary for any proposed clearing of existing forested area.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. April 27, 2001
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.
Sincerely,
%/; T - 7—(@0«%&(_

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CcC: TC 227-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 27, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse .

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Edwin Clinton Wadsworth, L-849
Dear Ms. .Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to perform a lot line revision of this site. This office has no
objection to the proposal; however, [ have outlined some comments below.

1. When we drove past this site last Tuesday, there were some fallen trees and vegetation on
the site. Please consult with the applicant to determine whether these trees were cut from
this property. If they were cut within the Critical Area, they will require replacement.

The revised lines may make it difficult for the applicant to develop proposed Lot 5 without
impacting a nontidal wetland or its 25-foot buffer. We recommend the applicant consider
revising the lot line at this time to accommodate future development that will not impact this
resource. :

. No afforestation is required as the plan indicates the site has 32% forest cover. However,
any clearing will require reforestation. Does this 32% forest cover incorporate the
vegetation in #1?

Why is lot 5 approved for community sewer and lot 4 is not?

We defer to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and DNR regarding the determination of
whether Delmarva Fox Squirrel utilize this site, and if so how to manage for them.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional information or
assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%; A Flege
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 226-01 Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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' STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 26, 2001

Mr. James W. Price, Director
Program Open Space

Tawes State Office Building, E-4
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Pelorus Marina, Kent County
POS Project #3904-14-52

. Dear Mr. Price:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced project to this office for review and
comment. This office has no comment regarding the acquisition of this site by the
Department; however, we would like to take this opportunity to relay to your office the
relevant sections of COMAR that would apply to this site should it be expanded in the
future. '

Once this property is acquired and becomes lands of the State, or of the local jurisdiction
it is subject to COMAR 27.02.03 and/or 27.02.04. The difference between these two
sections of COMAR is essentially that the approval process of the Commission is
different. COMAR 27.01.03.06A and D Marinas and Other Water-Dependent
Commercial Maritime Facilities state:

b

A. New or expanded marinas and related facilities may be permitted in the Buffer within
intensely developed areas and limited development areas subject to the requirements of
Regulation .03A of this chapter; and...

D. New and existing marinas shall meet the sanitary requirements of the Department of
the Environment as required in COMAR 26.04.02.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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The environmental standards are found at COMAR 27.01.03.03A which state:

A. Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, new or expanded development activities
may be permitted in the Buffer in intensely developed and limited development areas
provided that it can be shown:

(1) That they are water-dependent;

(2) That the project meets a recognized private right or public need;

(3) That adverse effects on water quality and fish, plant, and wildlife habitat are
minimized;

(4) That, insofar as possible, nonwater-dependent structures or operations
associated with water-dependent projects or activities are located outside the Buffer; and

(5) That the facilities are consistent with an approved local plan as set forth
below.

I have checked the Critical Area maps for the Town of Rock Hall and the property
proposed for acquisition is designated as an Intensely Developed Area (IDA) in the
Critical Area. Therefore, any plans for future expansions should be according to the
criteria that address IDAs.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. IfI can provide additional information or
assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

S g R eecge

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Ms. Gail Owings, Kent County Planning Office
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CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
April 26, 2001
Ms. Lori Allen
MS 6303
Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Bodkin Point, Section III — Lots 1-3
Administrative Lot Line Change

Dear Ms. Allen:

[ have reviewed the administrative plat submittal for lots 1-3 of the Bodkin Point III subdivision.
This office has no objection to any lot line adjustments; however, we have a few questions
concerning this request.

1. Tt appears the area set aside for the septic reserve area no longer exists. Will the septic
reserve areas now be accommodated on each lot?

2. The 30-foot wide septic easement is also not shown on this plan. Is that also being
eliminated?

3. The site plan we received for this lot line adjustment request was a topographic map with
the new lot lines superimposed on it. Lot 4 is not shown. Is that because its lot lines will
not be changing as a result of this request?

4. Will the lot lines of the portion of lot 1 that is located across Riverside Drive be changed?
This was also not shown on the site plan provided.

5. Has the land originally noted on the 1996 plat as future County land been dedicated to the

. County yet?

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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These questions were generated based on an examination of the previous plat submitted to this
office in October of 1996. The County should ensure the septic reserve areas are accommodated
as they were in 1996 prior to any approvals.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions of me, please do not
hesitate to telephone me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%4 4.-_" A4 ?(c‘-@k%‘_

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

ccC: AA 247-01
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April 12, 2001

Mr. Chris Colvin

MNCPPC

Prince George’s County, Dept. of Parks and Recreation

Planning, Design, & Research Div., Design & Engineering Section
6600 Kenilworth Avenue

Riverdale, Maryland 20737

Re: Cedar Haven Park
Revised Reforestation Plan

Dear Mr. Colvin:

Thank you for stopping by on Monday with the revised reforestation plans for the Cedar
Haven Park project. Staff reviewed your proposal to locate the .58 acres of required
reforestation to an alternative site owned by your agency, the Maryland National Capital
Park and Planning Commission (MNCPPC). The alternative site is acceptable.

The issue now becomes whether your agency will put an easement on existing forested
area or whether you will plant the .58 acres of forest. The preference for forest mitigation
is to create forested area in order to replace the area cut. We accept natural regeneration
as a means for accomplishing this objective.

Another issue that requires some clarification is the type of plantings that will occur with
the bioretention area. In a previous letter we recommended that shrub species suitable for
the soil conditions be planted in this area. Please include a plantings plan of this area.
Also, in a previous letter we inquired about the type and number of low shrub plantings
that are proposed along portions of the existing bank to help stabilize it where possible.
Please forward a plan for this area.

[ have enclosed another copy of the Planting Agreement for your use. Please use this
form to indicate how the tree clearing associated with the parking area will be handled.
When completing the Plantings Agreement Form, please indicate the amount of clearing
in square feet. If possible, please return this form within 30 days.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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In regard to the bioretention area and the bank area, please forward those plans and list of
species proposed for these areas as soon as they are available. The figures for these areas
are not required as part of the Planting Agreement, however, we would like to have these
plans on file.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions regarding this letter, or need
assistance with the Planting Agreement, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-
3478.

Sincerely,

%a‘, a. Q-(c&&w

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation
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April 12, 2001

Mr. Douglas Novocin, P.E.
Engineering Division

Maryland Transportation Authority
303 Authority Drive

Baltimore, Maryland 21222-2200

Re:  Police Memorial Garden Project at MATA Police Headquarters, Baltimore County
Critical Area Buffer Planting Plan

Dear Mr. Novocin:

Thank you for forwarding the Critical Area Buffer Planting Plan for the Police Headquarters at
the Francis Scott Key Bridge. Staff have reviewed the plan and determined that it is acceptable
as an effort to reestablish the 100-foot Buffer in native vegetation. Please forward the Planting
Agreement to this office within 30 days if possible. Once we receive the Planting Agreement,
we will schedule this project as an informational item for the Project Subcommittee in order to
update them on the plan they requested as part of the approval of this project.

Thank you for your cooperation with this project. As always, it is a pleasure working with you.

Sincerely,
' : - .
%J el (Y Al CHC

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Larry Okpulor, MDTA
Claudia Jones, CBCAC

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Ea§ton, MD 21601
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April 9, 2001

Mr. Chris Soldano

MS 6301

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Poplar Point, Lot 40R
S 85-072, P 01-070

Dear Mr. Soldano:

I have received the request to revise the plat for the above-reference property. The
applicant proposes to revise the current plat to reflect the accurate location of the well
and septic area. This office has no comment. [ have reviewed a site plan from a previous
variance request for this property and it appears the well and septic area were shown in a
locations very close to the ones shown on the current plat.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

> - g ks

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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April 5, 2001

Ms. Sue Holland, Project Manager

Maryland National Capital Parks and Planning Commission
Park, Planning and Development Division

6600 Kenilworth Avenue

Riverdale, Maryland 20737

Re: Henson Creek Trail Extension
Proposed Alignment

' Dear Ms. Holland:

This letter serves as a follow-up to the conversations we had at our field visit to the above-
referenced site on March 13, 2001. As you are aware, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area
Commission must approve all State and local agency actions in the Critical Area. The Henson
Creek Trail Extension, as proposed, will require Commission approval.

As discussed in the field, this project involves several issues that pose concern to Commission
staff and will be problematic for the Project Subcommittee. The members of the Project
Subcommittee have extensive knowledge of site plan review and will make a recommendation
concerning the proposal to the full, 27-member Commission.

Based on the possible alignments we discussed in the field, this project will require conditional
approval. The conditional approval process is outlined in COMAR §27.02.06 (enclosed).
Essentially, it requires State and/or local agencies to address several conditions in order to
qualify for approval by the Commission. You can find those conditions listed in the regulations.

Below [ have outlined those issues that are of concern and may require the alignment to be
reconsidered.

1. A portion of the proposed alignment runs parallel to the shoreline of Broad Creek. It is
also within the 100-foot Buffer to Broad Creek. This alignment is problematic for the
' Commission since the trail is proposed in the 100-foot Buffer. The clearing and

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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impervious surface impacts associated with the trail through this section will provide
adverse impacts to the creek over the long term. The Guidance Paper provided to you at
the site meeting outlines the Commission’s guidelines for public walkways (enclosed).
The guidelines suggest that the proposed alignment may not be the optimum place for a
trail.

. Also, it is our understanding that MNCPPC has an easement through several riparian lots
along this section of the trail alignment. The impervious surface associated with the trail
will negatively affect the individual homeowner’s impervious surface limitations in that
the impervious area of the trail on each lot will count against that property owner’s
allowable impervious surface limits. MNCPPC should provide some notice to lot owners
concerning this issue. If MNCPPC owned this land fee simple, then the impervious
surfaces created by the trail would be the responsibility of MNCPPC.

Other portions of the proposed alignment may impact the expanded Buffer for steep
slopes. Without a site plan delineating the proposed alignment and the extent of the
Buffer, it is difficult to provide guidance. The Buffer is measured in the field from the
landward edge of the mean high water line of tidal waters, tributary streams and tidal
wetlands. However, it appears that some degree of grading and fill may be necessary to
accommodate the trail through these areas. The Project Subcommittee has not looked
favorably upon this type of activity in the Buffer or on steep slopes based on previous
projects.

. Finally, all clearing must be mitigated for at a 3:1 ratio for all disturbance to the Buffer
and expanded Buffer, and at a 1:1 ratio for all clearing outside the Buffer that is under
20% of the site area. The 3:1 ratio will be calculated based on square footage of area
cleared. It can be calculated on a tree-by-tree basis only if selected trees are being
removed; however, since clearing understory also constitutes clearing, it is likely the
clearing will be calculated on a square footage basis. In this case, the site area would be
the area of the community open space and where the trail runs through the individual lots,
clearing will be counted against each lot’s total allowable clearing. Again, MNCPPC
should provide notice to lot owners concerning this issue.

I would like to extend my thanks to yourself and Mr. Fred Shaffer for including Commission
staff in the site visit and discussions of the Henson Creek Trial Extension. Commission staff is
available to meet with you to discuss these issues further. If you have any questions, please do
not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Enclosures
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March 30, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Andre Van Hoek
Special Exception #1180

Dear Ms. Verdery:

. Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced special exception request for review. The
applicant proposes to construct a 175° by 6’ timber pier extension to an existing 125 pier,
including two mooring piles and a boat lift. The proposed pier extension will encroach 300’ into
the channel. This office has no comment regarding the encroachment issue.

We have no objection to the requested pier provided the pier will not impact any Habitat
Protection Areas (HPAs) in the Miles River. Habitat Protection Areas include shellfish beds,
anadromous fish propagation waters, submerged aquatic vegetation and any other rare,
threatened or endangered species listed by the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division. From the information provided, it appears nearby areas of Submerged
Aquatic Vegetation will not be impacted.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and submit it as

part of the record.
Sincerely,
s
N pald .
== ‘ 9 -
//_—\Ld o LC- 'z(cqt Lg- (-Z__ﬁ

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cC: TC 194-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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March 29, 2001

Ms. Lori Allen

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Dutchship Pointe
S #99-093, #99-165

Dear Ms. Allen:

Thank you for forwarding the final development plans for the above-referenced project.
It appears the comments outlined in previous letters from this office have been addressed.
. I have outlined two additional points below.

1. There appears to be one mistake on the final development plans in that proposed
Lot 1 is labeled as Lot 3.

2. Inregard to Dobbins Island, it is not clear why most of the island is labeled as a
Forest Conservation Area. If this area is being used to satisfy reforestation
requirements related to the development of the other lots, it should be labeled to
reflect that action. By labeling it Forest Conservation Area is appears to suggest
this area is set aside to satisfy requirements of Maryland’s Forest Conservation
Act, which only applies outside the Critical Area.

3. Also, there appears to be an area that bisects the Forest Conservation Area on the
Dobbins Island parcel. What is the purpose of this linear path through this area?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 433-99

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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March 22, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Richard Egan
L-884

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced lot line revision to this office for review
and comment. From the information provided it appears the resulting lots will not be
nonconforming with respect to the County’s Critical Area regulations; therefore, this

office has no objection to the revision as currently proposed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%,; A Rocege

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

TC 168-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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March 22, 2001
Mary Kay Verdery
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Back Creek Enterprises
S-921

' Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide the existing parcel into two
lots. It appears proposed Lot 1 will exceed the impervious surface limitations for a VC
(LDA) as currently proposed; therefore, the new lot would be nonconforming with
respect to the impervious surface limitations. It is not clear whether the other lot would
also be nonconforming. In order for the County to approve this request, it appears a
growth allocation to IDA would be necessary.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

= . = Pccg o

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CC: TC 166-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 - Fax: (410) 820-5093
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March 22, 2001
Mary Kay Verdery
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Sunrise Assisted Living Foundation
L-847

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced lot line revision to this office for review
and comment. It appears the applicant proposes to consolidate three lots and a
contiguous area labeled “Parcel No. Two” into on lot labeled “Lot 3R”. Since this site is
in an RCA, once this change is made no further subdivision can occur. Also, provided
the resulting lots will not be rendered nonconforming with respect to the County’s
Critical Area regulations, this office has objection to the proposed revision.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact me if you need additional
information or assistance from this office.

Sincerely,

%«‘4.%«3{(

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CcC: TC 167-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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March 22, 2001

Ms. Elinor Gawel ,

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6402

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Rose Haven Water System
Consistency Report

Dear Ms. Gawel:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced project to this office per the requirements of
COMAR 27.02.02 - State and Local Agency Actions Resulting in Development of Local
Significance on Private Lands or Lands Owned by Local Jurisdictions. After reviewing the
consistency report and the accompanying Critical Area Study this office agrees that the project is
consistent with the Anne Arundel County Critical Area Program.

However, there is one issue that requires attention by the County. The Critical Area Study
indicates the site is adjacent to 300 acres or greater of contiguous, forested lands that may
support Forest Interior Dwelling Birds; therefore, we believe the County should require the
applicant to adhere to the FID mitigation requirements found in the Commission’s Guidance
Paper dated May 2000.

In a discussion with Ms. Penny Chalkley of Planning and Zoning, the County intends to collect a
fee-in-lieu of tree planting for the clearing that will occur on this site. Since the applicant has
minimized clearing to the extent possible and clearing will occur within the 300-foot forested
edge, we believe the applicant has met the FID guidelines. The mitigation for projects that meet
the FID guidelines is at a 1:1 ratio. Since fees will be collected for this project, these monies
should be set aside for the purpose of creating new FID habitat elsewhere in the County.

The Commission is pleased with the County’s diligence in applying the FID Guidance
Document. In order to ensure that FID habitat is being replaced in the County, a method for
‘ tracking FID fee-in-lieu monies must be created. One example might be to create a dedicated

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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fund that is separate from the other fees collected for reforestation. Please inform Commission
staff if the County has considered this issue as it requires attention. We realize tracking fees has
not been separated in the past and understand the County has had difficulty in this regard,
however, the Commission has asked staff to ensure local jurisdictions are replacing FID habitat
with FID habitat lost.

Commission staff is available to assist the County with creating a means for tracking FID
reforestation monies. If I can provide you with assistance, please telephone at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%&a{_, Q . Lé‘jzc‘-éc_ c_A <

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Ms. Penny Chalkley, Planning and Zoning
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March 22, 2001

Ms. Penny Chalkley

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Coxby’s Estates, Section III, Reserved Parcel
S 95-030, P 00-126
Final Subdivision Re-submittal

Dear Ms. Chalkley:

We have received the final re-submittal for Coxby’s Estates, Section III for review and

‘ comment. Based on the point-by-point response letter to Mr. Steve Callahan dated
February 26, 2001, it appears the applicant has adequately addressed our outstanding
comments. However, there are several issues that need to be addressed prior to final
recordation. '

1. As youmay know, we have met with the applicant to discuss the final details
regarding the issue of mitigation for tree clearing in Forest Interior Dwelling Bird
(FID) habitat. We agree that the applicant has met the guidelines outlined in the
Commission’s guidance document for FID habitat, therefore mitigation at a 1:1
ratio is acceptable with the understanding that any reforestation or fees that are
collected must create new IFD habitat.

2. After reviewing the proposed easement language and accompanying exhibits, it
appears the entire area outside the building envelope will not be set aside in a
conservation easement. It was our understanding that the remaining areas of each
lot outside of the limits of disturbance would be maintained in a conservation
easement. This needs to be resolved prior to final recordation.

3. We did discuss with the applicant the possibility of allowing a small area near the
- shoreline for an area of passive recreation for the lot owners. However, exhibit
#4 does not clearly indicate the location or acreage set aside for this purpose.
‘ This needs to be clarified. '

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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4. The notes indicate an area(s) of active recreation area consisting of 23,907 square
feet or .55 acres is located on site. I could not locate this area on the plans. In
any case, there should not be any active recreation areas on either lot 22 or 23
since this is FID habitat.

. The notes also indicate there is a community access easement. It was our
understanding that there would be no community access through either lot to the

shoreline. Please clarify.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any
questions, or it I can provide additional assistance.

Sincerely,
Lisa A. Hoerger

Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 143-01
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March 21, 2001

Mr. Dan Cowee

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Ayres Growth Allocation Request
Dear Mr. Cowee:

This letter serves to correct my previous letter dated March 13, 2001 concerning the
above-referenced growth allocation request. I just received a corrected version of the
: condition in which there are some minor differences. I have bolded the text that is
. changed from the condition that was previously provided in the March 13 letter.

The 100-foot Buffer must be established and maintained in natural vegetation
sufficient to ensure the water quality and habitat functions specified in the
Critical Area Criteria. A plat note shall be placed on the plat and appropriate
language inserted in each deed to ensure that the Buffer on each lot is established
and maintained. The plat notes and draft deed language shall be reviewed and
approved by Commission staff.

Please ensure the language of this condition is reflected in the follow-up paperwork at
your office. Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions,
please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

o A e
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cC: TC Amendment File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

MEMORANDUM
To: Anne Arundel County Panel — Dr. James Foor, Chairman, Judith Evans,
Barbara Samorajczyk, David Cooksey, Jim McLean
From: Lisa Hoerger
Date: March 21, 2001
Subject: Panel Meeting to Consider Anne Arundel County Bill #78-00

The Anne Arundel County Panel meeting is scheduled for March 27, 2001. The panel
members will meet at the Commission offices located at 1804 West Street, Suite 100
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 at 8:00 a.m. Shortly thereafter the panel will conduct a site
visit at the David Taylor Research Center. Following the site visit the panel will
reconvene at the Commission offices to discuss the information gathered at the public

hearing and information gathered subsequent to the public hearing up until the closing
date of March 16, 2001.

The Commission staff received additional written comments that the panel needs to
review. They are too lengthy to include in this transmittal; however, staff will brief you
on these documents and make them available to you at the meeting.

If you have any questions or need directions to the office, please do not hesitate to
contact me at (410) 260-3478.



Judge John C. North, II

. Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401.
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 19, 2000

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  APC Realty & Equipment Company, Appeal # 1160

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the updated site plan for the above-referenced special
exception request. The applicant has relocated the requested tower 800 feet southwest of
the original location. From the information provided it appears the proposal is still not

within the Critical Area; therefore, this office has no comment regarding this request.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if I can be of further
assistance.

Sincerely,

¥/«, s 7[5-5\..;, oA

Llsa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 542-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

[TY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450



CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

MEMORANDUM
To: Commission Members
From: Mary Owens and Lisa Hoerger
Date: May 18, 2001
Subject: Update on Anne Arundel County Council Bill #78-00

At the next monthly meeting of the Commission, panel chairman James Foor will provide
the full Commission with an update of the progress to date of Anne Arundel County
Council Bill #78-00. As you may recall, this bill was drafted to provide for Buffer
Exemption Area standards for Government Reuse Facilities. At the Comm1551on s April
meeting, the County requested that the matter be placed on hold.

Since that time staff and panel members have met with the County to discuss the

language in the Bill. Attached is a copy of the latest draft of Bill 78-00. If you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact us at (410) 260-3460.

Attachment



DRAFT******DRAFT******DRAFT

ARTICLE 28 ZONING
Title 1A. Critical Area

1A-109. Buffer exemption and enhancement program.
(b) A buffer exemption may be applied on[:

(1)] land that is designated as a "buffer exemption area" shown on buffer exemption
area maps permanently on file in the Office of Planning and Zoning; and

[(2)] (1) legally recorded lots, subdivided parcels or parcels within the mapped buffer
exemption area that were created on or before December 1, 1985[.] ; OR

(2) GOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITIES.

(c) EXCEPTFOR A GOVERNMENTREUSE FACILITY, [All] ALL building permit applications
for lots or parcels within the buffer exemption area shall be reviewed by the Office of
Planning and Zoning to determine whether the application meets the following criteria for
approval of a buffer exemption:

(D) WITHIN A GOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITY, THE OVERALL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
SHALL COMPLY WITH THE FOLLOWING BUFFER EXEMPTION AREA CRITERIA:

(1) ANY DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER SHALL
MINIMIZE IMPACT TO THE BUFFER;

(2) A VEGETATED BUFFER SHALL COVER NO LESS THAN 25% OF THE TOTAL AREA
WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER, PROVIDED THAT VEGETATED AREAS OF LESS THAN 10 FEET
IN WIDTH SHALL NOT BE COUNTED TOWARD THE 25% MINIMUM,;

(3) THE VEGETATED BUFFER MAY VARY IN WIDTH;

(4) EXISTING BUILDING FOOTPRINTS AND OTHER IMPERVIOUS SURFACES MAY BE
RELOCATED, PROVIDED THAT SUCH RELOCATION: (I) RESULTS IN A NET REDUCTION IN
TOTAL IMPERVIOUS SURFACE WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER; AND (IT) DOES NOT LOCATE
ANY BUILDING CLOSER TO THE WATER THAN EXISTING BUILDINGS, 25 FEET FROM THE
LANDWARD EDGE OF A WATERFRONT REVETMENT, OR 25 FEET, WHICHEVER IS
GREATER;

(5) MITIGATION FOR ALL DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY WITHIN THE 100-FOOT
BUFFER SHALL BE REQUIRED AND MAY BE ACCOMPLISHED BY:
(I) COMPLYING WITH THE PROVISIONS FOR NEWLY DEVELOPED IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE AS SET FORTH AT (C) (5) OF THIS SECTION; OR
(I)) REMOVING IMPERVIOUS SURFACE IN AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO THE IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE ADDED, REPLACED, OR OTHERWISE DISTURBED; OR
(IIT) A COMBINATION OF (I) AND (I) ABOVE;

(6) EXISTING NATIVE VEGETATION MAY NOT BE REMOVED FROM THE 100-FOOT




BUFFER, EXCEPT IN ACCORDANCE WITH AN APPROVED BUFFER MANAGEMENT PLAN
DESIGNED TO ENHANCE THE BUFFER; AND

(7) THERE SHALL BE ANET DECREASE OF AT LEAST 10% OF THE TOTAL IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE WITHIN THE 100-FOOT BUFFER.

(E) THE BUFFER EXEMPTION DESCRIBED IN SUBSECTION (B)(2) OF THIS SECTION AND
THE BUFFER EXEMPTION CRITERIA DESCRIBED IN SUBSECTION (D) OF THIS SECTION
SHALL NOT APPLY TO A SITE OR ANY PART OF A SITE THAT:

]

(1) NO LONGER MEETS THE DEFINITION OF AGOVERNMENT REUSE FACILITY UNDER
ARTICLE 28, *1-101(27A) OF THIS CODE;

(2) IS NOT DEVELOPED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AN OVERALL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
THAT SATISFIES THE REQUIREMENTS OF ARTICLE 28, *2-302(B)(SAX(VD) OF THIS CODE; OR

(3) IS ADMINISTRATIVELY OR LEGISLATIVELY REZONED TO A DIFFERENT ZONING
CLASSIFICATION THAT DOES NOT INCLUDE THE REQUIREMENTS FOR A GOVERNMENT
REUSE FACILITY DESCRIBED IN ARTICLE 28, **1-101(27A) AND 2-302(B)(5A)(VI) OF THIS
CODE.

CATEMP\dtrevdrft.wpd

SECTION 3. And be it further enacted, That this Ordinance shall take effect 45 days from the date it
becomes law.

Prepared By: Sally 1liff
Jim Cannelli
Betty Dixon
Reviewed By:  Linda Schuett
Denis Canavan
Proofed By: JoAnne Gray

CATEMP\dtrevdrft.wpd
November 15, 2000



Judge John C. North, II

. Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 16, 2001

Ms. Tracey L. Greene

Regional Planner/Circuit Rider

Lower Eastern Shore Regional Office
Salisbury District Court/Multi Service Center
201 Baptist Street, Box 24

Salisbury, Maryland 21801

Re:  Town of Vienna — Phase Two of Waterfront Park
. Riverwalk, Stone Sill, and Marsh Regeneration Project

Dear Ms. Greene:

Thank you for forwarding the information for Phase Two of the Town of Vienna’s Waterfront
Park Riverwalk project. Since the Critical Area Commission staff received this project, we have
had several discussions with you regarding this project for purposes of clarification. This letter
serves to address your request to review this project under COMAR §27.02.02 State and Local
Agency Actions Resulting in Development of Local Significance on Private Lands or Lands
Owned by Local Jurisdictions. [t appears your letter adequately addresses those issues that
require consistency with the Town’s Critical Area program. Below I have outlined those issues
that require further clarification or need to be addressed.

1. In your letter you mention that the project is exempt from the 10% Pollutant Reduction
Rule calculations. This is not correct. Only those projects with a total disturbance of 250
square feet or less are exempt for the 10% Pollutant Reduction Rule. All other projects
are required to address the requirement. Subsequent to your recent discussion with Mary
Owens of this office we have been able to calculate the area of disturbance proposed and
the area of Phase II and have completed the 10% Pollutant Reduction Rule calculations. I
have enclosed them for your records. The result of these calculations was that no Best
Management Practice is required for this phase.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Greene
Page Two
March 16, 2001

2. We agree with your proposition that the proposed Plantings Plan be accomplished after
the construction activity anticipated for Phase III is completed. At that time, Commission
staff will gladly assist you and the Town with that plan.

If you have any questions or if I can provide yourself or the Town with further assistance, please
telephone me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

\74.;, £ 1/&6%/6/\_,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Ms. Regina Esslinger, Chief Project Evaluation
Ms. Mary Owens, Chief Program Implementation




Judge John C. North, II \_ . ) Ren Serey
. Chairman & Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 .West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 14, 2001

Ms. Lon Allen 4

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Marvista
S#01-017,P #01-048

Dear Ms. Allen:

Thank you for forwarding the subdivision request for the above-referenced project. The
applicant proposes to subdivide a 56 acre parcel into I have outlined our comments below.

1) The Environmental Report indicates that approximately 25% of the site is proposed for
clearing. The report does not clearly indicate that mitigation will occur at a 1:1.5 ratio.
We understand much of the site is covered with invasive species, and commend the
applicant’s intentions to eradicate these types of species; however, the mitigation ratio
for clearing in these areas should be 1:1.5 since these areas provide habitat and cover for
wildlife and still provide water quality benefits just as a healthy forested area provides
to certain species.

The final plat should contain notes or tables that clearly indicate the allowable
impervious surface area for each lot. The roads and sidewalk areas must also be
included in the sum of impervious area on the site. These surfaces should also be
displayed in the table. :

The Environmental Report reports the remains of two old wharves and that an areas has
been set aside for a community marina. I recommend the applicant contact Mr. Robert

" Cuthbertson of the Maryland Department of the Environment, Tidal Wetlands Division
at (410) 631-8075 as soon as possible since there may be resource issues that will need
to be addressed.

Please forward the letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division when it becomes available. If any rare, threatened or endangered
species habitats are identified additional field surveys may be necessary, and it is
possible that the configuration of the subdivision may need to be changed.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Allen
Page Two
March 14, 2001

5) We recommend the applicant consider plating at least the area of the 100-foot Buffer as
Community Open Space in order to protect the Buffer from disturbance by
homeowners. This also makes the Buffer protection requirements of the County’s
Ordinance easy to enforce.

When County staff intends to visit the site, please contact me, as I would like to accompany
staff. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or require
additional information from this office, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.
Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Robert Cuthbertson, MDE
AA 144-01



Judge John C. North, II

. Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Mr. Dan Cowee

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Ayres Growth Allocation Request
Dear Mr. Cowee:

At its meeting on March 7, 2001, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission
concurred with the Chairman’s determination that the Ayres growth allocation request for
23.92 acres to be changed from a Resource Conservation Area to a Limited Development

. Area be approved as a refinement. The approval of the growth allocation included the
following condition:

The 100-foot Buffer must be established and maintained in natural vegetation

“sufficient to ensure the water quality and habitat functions specified in the
Critical Area Criteria. A plat note shall be placed on the plat and appropriate
language inserted in each deed to ensure that the Buffer on each lot is
maintained. These legal instruments shall be reviewed and approved by
Commission staff.

With regard to the map change, the County is required to revise the Critical Area maps to
reflect this change within 120 days of this notice. Please forward a copy of the revised
map to this office, and a copy of the plat notes and deed restrictions for this subdivision.
If you have any questions, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,
\'\ e I
S N e a

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: TC Amendment File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Judge John C. North, IT \G SIS Ren Serey
Chairman R Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 9, 2001

Mr. Chris Soldano

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Dierdorff Property, S 00-114, P 00-201
Dear Mr. Soldano:

Thank you for forwarding the resubmittal of the above-referenced subdivision request. Based on the
response letter to Ms. Kelly Krinetz dated February 13, 2001, it appears the applicant will address the

comments from our last letter dated September 25, 2000 at final. Below are some additional comments
for your consideration.

1.) The plan indicates the Buffer is expanded 50 feet from the edge of 25% slopes. In the Critical
Area, the Buffer should be expanded from the edge of slopes that are 15% or greater. Please
ensure the plans are amended to properly reflect the location of the expanded Buffer for steep
slopes. '

I understand the County requested this to be a cluster subdivision. This office supports that
concept since it appears not all reforestation can be accommodated on-site. If the applicant can
cluster the lots, it may reduce overall clearing and provide more area for reforestation.

The comment letter referenced above indicates that the expanded Buffer will accommodate the
four threatened and endangered plant species. Has this been verified by the Department of
Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity Division?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact
me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

S D
el 8 e e

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: Ms. Katherine McCarthy, DNR
AA 466-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Judge John C. North, II
Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:

Plimhimmon Farm
M-988

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the site plan titled “Preliminary/Final Plat” for the above-referenced
subdivision request. The site plan still proposes 11 lots on 245 acres. In addition to the
comments provided to your office in a letter dated November 13, 2000, I have outlined
additional comments below.

D
2)

3)

@’

As stated in the previous comment letter, if Lot 1 is proposed for additional development at a
later time, the entire project, including Lots 1 - 11 will need to be submitted for review and
approval of the use of growth allocation.

Thank you for forwarding the environmental report as requested. Please have the applicant
correct what appears to be a mistake of the acreage figure for proposed lot #3 under Section
One, letter B.

The 100-foot Buffer must be reestablished in native Buffer vegetation as stated in COMAR
§27.01.09.01C(6). This office can assist the County with this requirement. The required
afforestation for this subdivision can be planted in the 100-foot Buffer in order to meet the
afforestation requirement. We recommend the applicant first plant the required afforestation
in the 100-foot Buffer before placing it in other areas on the parcel.

The area noted as the 25-foot Agricultural buffer should be removed from the plans to avoid
confusion on the part of future lot owners. It appears the 100-foot Buffer is correctly
delineated on the current plan.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Verdery
Page Two
March 13, 2001

5) The impervious surface calculations appear correct; however, the area of the proposed
“Plimhimmon Drive” were not included as part of the overall impervious surface
calculations. The area of this road must be included as part of the impervious surface
calculations. As you are aware, the overall limit is 15%.

6) As stated in the previous letter, all areas of tidal wetlands must be identified with appropriate
documentation that they are private tidal wetlands. Otherwise, the tidal wetlands are owned
by the State and cannot be counted for generating density in the RCA.

7) The note indicating that the total land in Reservation of Development Rights will be 105.833
acres is confusing. It appears that no land in the Critical Area portion of the parcel should be
placed in this category since the site inside the Critical Area has used all allowable
development rights. Please provide an explanation

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions or
need additional information.

Sincerely,

%g; < A {c:@(g’/&\
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Ms. Lillian Lord, Town of Oxford
TC File



Judge John C. North, II .1.4{‘»‘1-":' / Ren Serey
' Chairman == Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 _ Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re:  Mary D. Grotto
S -920

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide 53.17 acres into two lots. I
have outlined my comments below.

1. The overall parcel has sufficient forest cover so that afforestation is not required.
The note on the plat indicates 3.31 acres is the required 15% cover. This is
incorrect. Please correct this number to reflect that 15% of the parcel is 7.9755
acres.

There was a field investigation conducted by a biologist for the presence of the
endangered Delmarva Fox Squirrel habitat. It appears there will be no impacts
with the subdivision request since no new development is proposed at this time;
however, according to a letter from Lane Engineering dated February 1, 2001,
there may impacts to this habitat if development is proposed on the remaining
lands in the future. This should be considered by the applicant before final
approval. It may be appropriate at this time to reconfigure, if necessary, in order
to avoid impacts to the squirrel habitat.

The letter from Lane Engineering dated February 21, 2001 indicates the proposed
subdivision had been revised and that the area previously shown as remaining
lands is now proposed Lot 1, and that the area previously shown as proposed Lot
| is now the remaining lands. The subdivision plat forwarded to this office is
dated January 2001. Do we have the most updated site plan? Please verify.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Cowee
Page Two
March 13, 2001

I you have any questions, or if I can provide you with further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.
Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Scott Smith, Department of Natural Resources
TC 129-01



Judge John C. North, II

Ren Serey
Chairman

Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-3338

March 13,2001

Mr. Donald Sparklin

State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street, 3™ Floor
Planning Division

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Mr. John Gerner

Federal Highway Administration
‘ Woodrow Wilson Bridge Center

1800 Duke Street, Suite 200

Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dear Sirs:

At it’s meeting on March 7, 2001, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission
approved the sediment and erosion control design for Contract 1. The project was
approved based on the following conditions:

1. As the design of the contracts progress, any changes to either the stormwater
management or erosion and sediment control plans shall be resubmitted to the
Commission for review and approval.

N

Since a portion of the removal requirement is dependent upon offsite Best
Management Practices (i.e. stormwater management facilities) at the MD 210

interchange, the applicant shall resubmit revised 10% Pollutant Removal Calculations
if the MD 210 interchange reconstruction is not completed.

(V8]

The applicant shall be required to provide continued maintenance of all facilities used
to comply with the 10% Pollutant Reduction Calculations in order to insure the

facilities are properly functioning. A maintenance plan shall be developed between
‘ SHA and Commission staff,

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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4. The applicant shall submit monthly reports to the Commission staff that detail the
inspection activities that have occurred on the sediment and erosion control facilities.

Thank you for your cooperation with this project. If you have any questions, please feel
free to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

D
Sl A Moo,
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Thomas Heil, PCC



Judge John C. North, II

. Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 13, 2001

Mr. John Masone, Assistant Superintendent
Talbot County Public Schools

Talbot County Education Center

12 Magnolia Street

P.O. Box 1029

Easton, Maryland 21601-1029

Dear Mr. Masone:
At its meeting on March 7, 2001, the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission granted

conditional approval for the proposed additions to the Tilghman Elementary School with the
following conditions:

1) The applicant shall resubmit any revisions to the plan to the Commission for approval;
and
‘ 2) The applicant shall resubmit any revisions for the stormwater management and sediment
and erosion control plans.
3) The applicant will work with Commission staff regarding the proposed species proposed

for landscaping, and will coordinate follow-up site visits to monitor the survivability of
the planting areas.

[ have attached a Plantings-Agreement that should be returned to this office within 30 days. If
you have any questions concerning the agreement or the conditions outlined above, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Thank you for attending our Project Subcommittee meeting and being available to answer any
questions or concerns of the subcommittee. Your cooperation was greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

S S A

D (t.‘ /"{C"ét.r

Lisa A. Hoé;ger JL{/L
Natural Resources Planner

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Mary Kay Verdery, Zoning Administrator, Talbot County Planning and Zoning
Mr. Kevin Shearon, McCrone

. TC Refinement File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Chairman Executive Director
STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 8, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Meadow Farm Joint Venture, LLP
S-919

. Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. It appears this application is not within the Chesapeake Bay
Critical Area; therefore, this office has no comment.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if I can provide
you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

.A

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CcC: TC file

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 8, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Williard Nielsen
Appeal No. 1177

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced special exception request to this office
for review and comment. The applicant proposes to construct a 225’ x 6’ timber pier
which includes a 6° x 30” “L” head, six mooring piles and a boatlift, extending a
maximum 251° channelward of the mean high water line of Briary Cove. This office has
no comment regarding the special exception request to exceed the allowable length of a
residential pier; however, the County shall ensure that no Submerged Aquatic Vegetation
will be adversely impacted by the proposed pier.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if I can provide
you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

\'\.. ) .
//@4(, (? -?_(‘}'('C(Ij—ﬁ,,(
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

TC 130-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
March 9, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Thomas Strittmatter
Appeal No. 1178

‘ Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced special exception request to this office
for review and comment. The applicant proposes to construct a 195> x 5° timber pier
with a 10” x 20” “L” head, four mooring piles and a boatlift, extending a maximum 215’
channelward of the mean high water line of the Miles River. This office has no comment
regarding the special exception request to exceed the allowable length of a residential
pier; however, the County shall ensure that no Submerged Aquatic Vegetation will be
adversely impacted by the proposed pier. s

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if [ can provide

you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

. 2
;Z/&:Qck, (’ ' :.?"'(_"Le’f-;fff‘cfk’

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: TC 131-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

March 9, 2000

Ms. Penny Chalkley

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Rhode Point, Lot 6
S 97-253, P 95-146

Dear Ms. Chalkley:

Thank you for forwarding the resubmittal for the above-referenced subdivision request.
It appears the applicant has made some changes to the plat including those suggested by
this office in our last letter dated December 20, 2000. Based on the plat provided, I have
outlined our comments below.

1. The response comments indicate the areas of impervious surface on Lot 6R were
less than had previously been reported. I see that the driveway area has been
redrawn; however, the figures in the impervious surface table have not changed
since the last plat was submitted. Please clarify.

. There is a notation on the plan titled “Mayo System S.T.E.P. Plan & Site Plan”
which indicates that there will be 1200 square feet of off site disturbance. Please
clarify what this disturbance is that will occur off site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or require
additional information from this office, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-
3478.

Sincerely,

" :

yéa, < -7“'(¢~cf,_éf;
Lisa A. Hoerger NG
Natural Resources Planner

cC: AA 404-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 27, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Wallace M. Bounds & Rachel E. Bounds
S -916

‘ Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. It appears this parcel is not in the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area;
therefore this office has no comment for this request.

I you have any questions, or if I can provide you with further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,
7
E /
- &l ’.l(()é(_.["ﬁ
[ Eiandid e \ - A

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 105-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax; (410) 974-5338

February 27, 2001

Ms. Lori Allen

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6302

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Geis Property, Lots 4 & 5
S# 78-056, P# 01-037

Dear Ms. Allen:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced request to this office for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to relocate existing lot lines to increase the size of Lot
5R, and to provide an access easement for the existing driveway serving Lot 5R.

1. In general, this office has no comment regarding these types of requests; however, the
County must ensure that all Critical Area requirements of the Zoning and Subdivision
Ordinances are met. In other words, the resulting lot configuration should not create
new lots that will require variances or will be somehow nonconforming with regard to
the County’s Critical Area requirements.

2. The Area Tabulation block located on the site plan is not complete. The amount of
impervious area proposed and existing is important since Lot 5R and Lot 4R must
remain under 15% total impervious surface. Please confirm the impervious area on
each lot will not exceed the 15% limitation. Also, a note should be added to the plat
that provides the allowable impervious surface limitations for each lot.

3. It appears clearing is proposed to accommodate the access drive and the proposed
addition for Lot SR. These figures should also be provided on the final plat, and the
area proposed for reforestation should be identified, or the appropriate fee shall be
paid to the County.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Allen
Page Two
February 27, 2001

4. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or require
additional information from this office, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,
=

%J ,-\,- G 74°{‘ T—Lg_/

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

CcC: AA 110-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 27, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re: Warren Wolbert
S918

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to create two lots in Rural Residential
(Limited Development Area- LDA). I have outlined our comments below.

1. The information provided did not include a letter from the Department of Natural
Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity Division indicating the presence or absence of
any rare, threatened or endangered species that may be utilizing this site. Final plat
approval should not occur until this letter is received and any issues have been
addressed.

The applicant is proposing to create two lots on a 10.8 acre parcel. Newly created
lots in the Critical Area should not require the need for any variances for impervious
surface limitations or variances to disturb any Habitat Protection Areas.

. The impervious surface calculations for proposed Lot 2 are not correct. Also, check
the square footage number for the total lot area. The figures for proposed Lot 1
appear correct.

. Page six of the Environmental Report indicates that the Buffer will not be cleared
except for normal maintenance, including mowing. Mowing in the Buffer is not

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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permitted. New subdivisions in the Critical Area shall include establishment of the
Buffer in forest vegetation which may require supplemental planting.

. Page 12 of the Environmental Report states that the applicant planted trees in the
spring of 2000. This is not indicated on the plan provided to this office. These areas
should be identified on the plan prior to final plat approval and the plat should include
provisions for long term protection of these areas. Also, the County must make a
determination as to whether these plantings can be counted towards any afforestation
or reforestation requirements.

. Adequate stormwater management measures shall be taken during any future
construction since the site is in close proximity to existing Submerged Aquatic
Vegetation.

. Lastly, the plan indicates there may be more than one dwelling unit on each lot. Is
this permitted under current zoning?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if I can provide
you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

\.___‘./ N

a7 7[ P H A
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

ccC: TC 106-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 27, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re:  Defender Packing Company, Inc.
S 917

Dear Ms. Verdery:

‘ ‘ Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. I have outlined our comments below.

1. Itis unclear from the information provided whether this site or the adjacent parcel
may support Forest Interior Dwelling Bird (FID) habitat. The Commission’s recent
Guidance Document, dated May 2000 indicates that FIDs can occur in riparian areas
of 300 feet or greater, or on tracts of forests as small as 50 contiguous acres. If this
site is in or adjacent to FID habitat, this office can provide the County with technical
assistance. The County should contact the Department of Natural Resources Heritage
Division for a preliminary determination as to whether the site may be potential FID
habitat.

2. The site plan provided may not indicate the true limits of the 100-foot Buffer. There
are portions of the shoreline which are labeled “edge of marsh”; if this marsh area is
tidal, the 100-foot Buffer should be measured from its edge rather than from mean
high water.

3. The portion of the Buffer proposed for conversion to residential use shall be
reestablished in native vegetation. Reestablishing the Buffer means using a variety of
native species rather than a monoculture of trees. The Buffer should include
deciduous as well as conifer trees. Also, it should include a variety of native shrubs

‘ and herbaceous plants.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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4. The information submitted did not include an accompanying Environmental Report,
nor did it include a letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division indicating the presence or absence of any rare, threatened or
endangered species. This information is necessary prior to final plat recordation. The

letter from DNR may also help to determine whether FIDs are present (see comment
#1).

5. Please explain how the development rights are being used on this parcel. It appears
60.092 acres were used for a subdivision created in 1990. The remaining acreage in
the Critical Area after these rights were used is 24.163 acres. This would allow for
one additional development right in the Critical Area. It appears that will be used
with the creation of Lot 1; therefore, it appears no additional density should be
transferred off this parcel. Please confirm development right status and clarify
“Critical Areas Density Calculations.” It is not clear why the roadway serving Lot 1
is not included in the area designated as “Development Rights for Lot 1.” Please
amend the plan or provided additional information.

6. The number of acres in general on the plat is confusing when compared to the
Subdivision Application sheet. Please verify these acreage figures.

7. Lastly, a note appears on the plat indicating the property is subject to an intrafamily
transfer declaration of intent under the State Forest Conservation Program. Please
clarify this note. Does this note apply to the area of the parcel outside the Critical
Area? If so, this should be stated.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if [ can provide
you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,
%"" & W

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 109-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 28, 2001

Mr. Thomas Hamilton, Town Planner
Town of Easton

P.O. Box 520

14 S. Harrison Street

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re:  Easton Village on the Tred Avon River - PUD
Dear Mr. Hamilton:

Thank you for forwarding latest conceptual plan to this office for review and comment.
We understand the issue of the PUD is still under consideration by the Town Planning
Commission. Subsequent to an approval for a PUD, the proposal will be reviewed as a
growth allocation. In order to address those issues of concern to the Critical Area
Commission, I am offering the following comments for your consideration. These
comments supplement those provided in my letter of December 1, 2000.

1. We reiterate the importance of reestablishing the 100-foot Buffer in native vegetation
since the use of the site will convert from an agricultural use to a residential use.
Reestablishing the Buffer entails planting trees, shrubs, and herbaceous cover.
Planting of the Buffer should be addressed on the site plan.

Because this project will require growth allocation, the project may require a 300-foot
Buffer. The Commission’s policy on growth allocation encourages the
implementation of a 300-foot naturally vegetated Buffer for growth allocation areas
proposed in the RCA. The Critical Area Criteria states that, “New intensely
developed areas and limited development areas in the resource conservation area
should be located at least 300 feet beyond the landward edge of tidal wetlands or tidal
waters.”

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Hamilton

Page Two
February 28, 2001

. I am currently communicating with Mr. Larry Hindman, of the Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) regarding this issue of historic waterfowl concentration areas since
this site was flagged as supporting this resource.

Since there appear to be several streams on the parcel, we are currently scheduling a
mutually convenient time to visit the site to determine the number and location of
these streams. Also, this will help to ensure their accurate delineation on the site
plan, including the required 100-foot Buffer shown around the edge of each stream.

. Another Habitat Protection Area (HPA) of concern to the Commission staff at this
time is the possibility that the site may support Delmarva Fox Squirrels. As with the
issue of waterfowl, I am currently communicating with Mr. Scott Smith of the DNR
to discuss this issue.

. The letter from DNR dated August 14, 2000 indicates the site could potentially
support habitat for two endangered plant species, and the site is adjacent to known
historic waterfowl concentration areas. Again, this information needs to be field
verified by an expert prior to approval for growth allocation.

. The applicant has stated that a community pier and possibly a pedestrian bridge are
proposed for this project. The Tred Avon may support submerged aquatic vegetation
and anadromous fish spawning habitat. These important HPAs must be avoided in
order to conserve them. If anadromous fish are present, time of year restrictions will
be required.

Stormwater management Best Management Practices are considered development
activities and may not be located within the Buffer; therefore, bioretention areas are
not permitted in the 100-foot Buffer. Please ensure these structures are not located in
the Buffer. '

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Lynn Thomas, Town of Easton
Mr. Daniel Cowee, Talbot County
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 27, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re:

Leviﬁ Harrison
M 998

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to create four lots in the Village Center

(Limited Development Area- LDA). I have outlined our comments below.

1.

The information provided did not include an Environmental Report, nor did it include
a letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity
Division indicating the presence or absence of any rare, threatened or endangered
species that may be utilizing this site. Given the current use of the property, it is
unlikely this site supports these species, however this letter should be included as part
of the application. Final plat approval should not occur until all relevant
environmental information is assembled and addressed.

Four lots are proposed for creation from 2.26 acres. Based on the proposed
configuration, it appears Lot 1 cannot support a use without needing a setback
variance. While setback variances are not under the purview of this office, the
applicant should consider this issue before finalizing the plat.

In regard to the County’s Critical Area requirements, the newly created lots should
not require the need for any variances for impervious surface limitations or variances
to disturb any Habitat Protection Areas. The site plan does not include sufficient
information regarding existing buildings, driveways, and parking lots to determine if

development on the proposed lots will comply with the impervious surface limits.

Additional information is needed to ensure that this subdivision will not create
nonconforming lots.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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4. New subdivisions require afforestation if there is no forest present on the site. In that
regard, this site would require .34 acres of afforestation. This office can provide the
County and the applicant with assistance in meeting this requirement on-site if
possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if I can provide
you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%”’\ < ’IL(%«_ ES_W

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

TC 107-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 27, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re:  George M. & Barbara Ayres
M-995

' Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The Commission has received the growth allocation approved by
the Talbot County Council, and the Commission will consider the matter at its meeting
on March 7, 2001.

The applicant proposes to create four Iots in the Rural Residential (Limited Development
Area- LDA). I have outlined our comments below.

1. With regard to the County’s Critical Area requirements, the newly created lots should
not require the need for any variances for impervious surface limitations or variances
to disturb any Habitat Protection Areas.

2. New subdivisions require afforestation if there is no forest present on the site, or if the
forest cover is less that 15%. In that regard, this site requires 3.58 acres of
afforestation. The proposed plan is acceptable; however, the applicant should be
reestablishing the 100-foot Buffer with native species. This office can provide the
County and the applicant with assistance in meeting this requirement.
Reestablishment of the Buffer can count towards compliance with the afforestation
requirement.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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3. A note should be added to the plat indicating the reestablishment of the 100-foot
Buffer along the entire shoreline, and that its disturbance is prohlblted except for
riparian access.

. The Shoreline Protection Plan proposes removing dead and fallen trees from the
shoreline. This action needs to be carefully evaluated since the removal of some
vegetation can also accelerate shore erosion.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, or if [ can provide
you with further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410)

260-3478.

Sincerely,

S Plveeg e

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cC: TC 108-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 23, 2001

Mr. Thomas Heil

Potomac Crossing Consultants
1800 Duke Street, Suite 200
Alexandria, VA 22314

Re:  Woodrow Wilson Bridge, Construction Staging Area(s)
Dear Mr. Heil:

Subsequent to our telephone conversation on Wednesday, February 21, I would like to
take this opportunity to clarify the role of the Critical Area Commission with regard to

' review of the construction staging areas for the Woodrow Wilson Bridge project. Since
you indicated my last letter dated February 4, 2001 was too vague, I will offer a more
detailed explanation of our role below.

As you know, the Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) at §27.02.04 require State
agencies to seek approval for development activities from the Commission; therefore, all
proposed activities associated with the construction staging area that will be within the
Critical Area require review and approval by the Commission.

Based on our conversation, you stated that some of the construction staging area activities
may require location within the 100-foot Buffer. As you are also aware, State agency
projects are also required to comply with the Habitat Protection Area provisions in
COMAR, specifically the 100-foot Buffer requirements. I understand you have concerns
regarding these requirements. In order to address your concerns, Commission staff are

available to meet with you as soon as possible to discuss proposed activities in the 100-
foot Buffer.

Lastly, you indicated that the property owner has a local variance issued by Prince
George’s County to disturb areas of the 100-foot Buffer, and that action conveys the
same privilege to the Maryland State Highway Administration in regard to the
construction staging area. This is not correct. As stated earlier, State agency projects are
required to comply with COMAR and are subject to Critical Area Commission review
and approval, just as the other components of this project. The fact that the construction
staging area may be sited on the property of National Harbor, and this property owner has
secured a variance to disturb certain sections of the Buffer, in no way supercedes the
‘ Commission’s review and approval authority of State agencies actions on private lands.
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Thank you for your anticipated cooperation with this matter. If you have any questions
concerning the above comments, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Ms. Meg Andrews, Commission Representative for DOT
Mr. Andre Gingles, O’Malley, Miles, Nylen & Gilmore
Mr. Ren Serey, Executive Director, CBCAC
Ms. Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation, CBCAC
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 21, 2001

Mr. Dan Cowee

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Ayres Growth Allocation Request
Dear Mr. Cowee:

' The Commission has received the requested site plan that was approved by the County Council,
and the letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity Division
regarding the status of any rare, threatened or endangered species for this property.

We are accepting the Ayres growth allocation request to reclassify 23.92 acres from Rural
Conservation RC (RCA) to Rural Residential RR (LDA) as a complete submittal and will
forward it to Chairman North. Chairman North will make a refinement determination within
thirty days of the date of this letter and the request will be considered at the Critical Area
Commission meeting on March 7, 2001. I will notify you subsequent to his decision.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please call Mary Owens or myself if you have any
questions. We can be reached at (410) 260-3460.

Sincerely,

N o
g74d_\, [(‘ N /L ( s 5 e
. ’ g,

Lisa A. Hoerger S
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mary Owens
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CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

February 22, 2001
TO: Anne Arundel County Panel:
Judith Evans, Barbara Samorajczyk, James Foor, Dave Cooksey, Jim McClean
FROM: Lisa Hoerger

SUBJ: Panel Meeting/ Public Hearing for County Council Bill No. 78-00 titled The
Chesapeake Bay Critical Area - Buffer Exemption Program

The public hearing for County Council Bill No. 78-00 is scheduled for Thursday, March 1,
2001 at 7:00 p.m. and will be located at 2644 Riva Road at the Anne Arundel County
Department of Education in the Conference Room. The entrance to the building is located on
the right, beyond the Harry S. Truman Parkway intersection if you are traveling south on Riva
Road.

The Bill is attached for your review. For those of you who were not able to attend previous
Project Subcommittee meetings, this bill serves as an alternative to the Commission’s policy for
Buffer Exemption Areas. The impetus behind Bill No. 78-00 is the redevelopment of the David
Taylor Research Center on the Severn River. The County previously mapped the shoreline as a
Buffer Exemption Area (BEA). The current language in the County’s Zoning Ordinance does
not provide adequate measures to address redevelopment of commercial or industrial sites.
Instead, the current language addresses residential BEAs; therefore, language that is more
suitable for addressing sites other than residential BEAs is necessary.

The County staff and the developers were present at the subcommittee meetings in January and
February when this issue was being discussed. We are currently awaiting a more detailed
explanation from County staff regarding the applicability of this bill. Once we receive this
information, I will forward it to you.

Based on attendance at the County Council hearings on the Bill and citizen inquiries, staff
anticipate a moderate to substantial public turnout for this hearing. Finally, the Panel may wish
to visit the David Taylor Research Center site, and arrangements for a site visit will be made at
the public hearing.

If you have any questions prior to the hearing, or if you need more explicit directions to the
hearing, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Attachments
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 15, 2001

Mr. Donald H. Sparklin
Assistant Division Chief
Project Planning Division
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re:  Project No. AW730A21; MD 168 over Holly Creek
Culvert Replacement, Anne Arundel County

Dear Mr. Sparklin:

[ have received the above-referenced project for review. In your letter dated February 2,
2001, you state that this project is consistent with the Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) between MDOT and the Critical Area Commission. After reviewing the
information submitted and the MOU, this office believes the proposed project does not
meet the MOU.

The reason this project does not meet the MOU is because a Habitat Protection Area will
be impacted. The proposed 45 feet of riprap along the stream bank impacts the 100-foot
Buffer; therefore, this project will require formal approval by the Chesapeake Bay
Critical Area Commission. In that regard I will need additional information which
includes the following:

1) A detailed site plan, including quantifiable impacts in the Critical Area and the
Buffer.

2) Information regarding the status of any permits necessary for this project.

3) Proposed efforts to provide mitigation for impacts to the Buffer.

Since this project impacts an HPA, it will require a Conditional Approval by the Critical
Area Commission as outlined in COMAR §27.02.06. I have attached that section of
COMAR for your information. Please provide a response to the section “B” and “C” of
this section.
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If you have any questions, or if I can provide additional information, please telephone me
at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%L Ve 7—{%,_/

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Mr. Van Funk, SHA
Ms. Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 15, 2001

Mr. Richard Thompson
Department of Environmental Resources
9400 Peppercorn Place
Largo, Maryland 20774

Re:  Variances for Heath Bourne
10009 Indian Queen Point Road
Ft. Washington, MD

. Dear Mr. Thompson:

In the course of reviewing the County’s first quarterly report and six month summary, I discovered that
the County approved a variance to disturb steep slopes on July 27, 2000 for the above-referenced
property. Please forward this application to this office. As a reminder, please forward all variances,
special exceptions, conditional uses, and rezonings to this office. Certain categories of subdivisions
also require notification of the Commission. I have attached the relevant sections of the Code of
Maryland Regulations (COMAR) for reference. Please note the provision in COMAR 27.03.01.02 F
which states that projects of which the Commission is not notified are null and void.

If you have any questions, or I can provide additional information, please contact me at (410) 260-
3478. _

Sincerely,

.z

,._ﬂﬁ"——‘(_@;\; ({ : :2 (l_’.’*'(’, L%“
Lisa A. Hoerger -
Natural Resources Planner

Enclosure

cc: Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 12, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Tilghman Elementary School, Appeal No. 1168

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced variance request to exceed the 15%
impervious surface limitations. This office is aware of the project and is currently
preparing to present it to the Commission for review and approval. As you are aware,
this project will require a conditional approval by the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area
Commission. The Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) at §27.02.06 state:

If development is proposed to be undertaken or caused in the Critical Area by
State or Local agency actions and this development is prohibited from occurring
by the criteria in this subtitle, the agency proposing the development may seek
conditional approval for the project or program from the Commission.

In order to qualify for conditional approval from the Commission, the local government
agency sponsoring the project must met the conditions outlined in COMAR §27.02.06. 1
am awaiting the updated site plan and an outline of how these conditions will be met.
Until this information is forwarded I cannot offer any substantive comments; however, it
is my understanding that changes were made that will have the effect of reducing the
requested variance. Also, I understand the requested additions will provide for multiple
community services for the surrounding Tilghman Island Community.

Therefore, it appears the project will likely receive conditional approval by the Critical
Area Commission provided some form of mitigation is provided. We recommend
additional plantings or a stormwater management design that will provide maximum
protection and offer educational awareness.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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The Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission meets on the first Wednesday of each
month. This project can be on the March agenda provided all pertinent information is
received two weeks prior to the meeting. Otherwise, it will be scheduled for a
subsequent meeting.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. IfI can provide additional assistance, please
do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

2
%@Q c.‘\ QQ((.C—(,( :g e
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner




Judge John C. North, II

. Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 12, 2001

Mr. Daniel Cowee

Talbot County Office of Planning and Zoning
Courthouse

11 N. Washington Street

Easton, Maryland 21601

Re:  Four-Year Comprehensive Review

Dear Mr. Cowee:

Thank you for your latest submission of the Talbot County Comprehensive Review.
Since the documents submitted were in bill format, we understand your intentions for
submitting this to your local Planning Commission and County Council. As such, we are

providing you with our final comments regarding these documents. I have outlined them
below.

Section 19.2(c) — Definitions

1. Mitigation — Mitigation is required for the removal of natural vegetation both inside
and outside the Buffer. Also, mitigation is required of all natural vegetation, even if it
does not meet the definition of a tree. Please amend the definition of mitigation as
follows:

Plantings used to help offset and negate the loss and disturbance of individual trees,
forest areas and other natural vegetation within the Critical Area.

2. General Comment - If a definition of a tree is provided, a definition of natural
vegetation should also be provided. Please add the following definition:

Natural Vegetation — Canopy trees, understory trees, shrubs, and herbaceous plants that
are typically found in the Critical Area. Areas of natural vegetation that are planted to

‘ satisfy mitigation requirements shall mimic the structure and species composition of
natural forests.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Section 19.4(a) General Table of Use Regulations by Zoning District

3. SECTION TWO - Add the following language, “Limited to sale of trees, shrubs and
bedding plants that are grown on the premises in the RC zone.”

4. SECTION THREE - After “Limited to sale of shrubs, trees and bedding plants”, add
the following language, “...that are grown on the premises in the RC zone.”

S. SECTION SIX - The bullet for commercial structures and uses related to the Golf
Course must be changed. Delete the language referencing impervious surfaces limited to
15% of the site or 20,000 square feet and add a bullet that states, “Commercial structures
and uses related to the Golf Course are not permitted in the RC zone without growth
allocation.”

6. SECTION SEVEN —Delete the second bullet, and add a bullet stating, “Commercial
and community pools are not permitted in the RC zone without growth allocation.”

7. SECTION EIGHT — Add another bullet that states, “These uses must be accessory to
a farm in the RC zone.”

8. SECTION TEN - Remove the bullet that states, “In the RC Zone non-church related
cemeteries and pet cemeteries provided impervious surfaces are limited to 15% of the site
or 20,000 square feet, whichever is less.”

9. SECTION THIRTEEN — In Day Care Centers; Group, replace “more than 12” with
“eight or fewer.” The Commission has generally recommended that this use be limited to
approximately eight clients.

10. SECTION FIFTEEN - Add a bullet that states, “Accessory uses, such as a bingo
hall, require growth allocation in the RC zone.

11. SECTION SIXTEEN — Add a bullet that states, “Limited to service organizations
and non-profit charitable organizations and institutions in the RC zone.”

12. SECTION SEVENTEEN - Add a bullet that states, “Limited to eight patients in the
RC zone.” The Commission has generally recommended that this use be limited to
approximately eight clients.

13. SECTION TWENTY-THREE — Add a bullet that states, “Must meet the definition
of a local government agency action in accordance with COMAR 27.02 or will require
growth allocation.”

14. SECTION TWENTY-FOUR - In Day Care Center; Small Group, replace “More
than 12” with “Eight or fewer.” The Commission has generally recommended that this
use be limited to approximately eight clients.




Section 19.11 — Critical Area Special Provisions, Zoning Ordinance

15. Page Five -

(f) This section should be deleted since it references mitigation for expansion of
nonconforming structures within the Buffer without a variance. The Commission will
not support this language.

(3) Establishment of Buffer — Somewhere in this section the County should state that a
path to the water should be a maximum of three feet wide with a maximum width of
forest clearing not to exceed six feet.

16. Page Seven — Included in the list of Habitat Protection Areas should be Forest
Interior Dwelling Birds. Also, if the County intends to follow the recently adopted
guidance document of the Critical Area Commission, that should also be stated here. If
the County intends to provide alternative conservation measures for FIDs, that language
should be placed here. Finally, the current Zoning Ordinance at Section 19.12 does not
appear to include all Habitat Protection Areas that require protection. Attached is sample
language to include in the Talbot Ordinance. This language includes policies which the
County should also include in its ordinance. Please retain those paragraphs that address

protection measures for the Bald Eagle, Delmarva Fox Squirrel, and the Sedge Wren
habitats.

17. Page Eleven — Permitted Normal Maintenance, Mowing, Pruning, [ii][b] and [ii][c]
These two items must be deleted. The Commission will not approve mowing of natural
vegetation or pruning of natural vegetation without a Critical Area Forest Preservation
Plan, Buffer Management Plan or a similar plan approved by the Planning Office.
Mowing of existing grass lawns can be permitted to continue.

18. Page Sixteen —- COMAR 27.01.03 are more specific concerning new or expanded
uses. Below I have outlined which uses are permitted in each Critical Area classification.
Please amend this section so it is clear which uses are permitted in which local zoning
categories.

Industrial/Port Facilities IDA
Marinas/Commercial Maritime IDA, LDA
Community Piers/Public Beaches/

Recreation Areas/Education Areas IDA, LDA, RCA
Research IDA, LDA
Fisheries IDA, LDA, RCA

19. Page Eighteen — Delete moorings. They no longer appear in Natural Resources
Article §8-1808.5.




Section 19.12 -Site Plan Review

20. Page 12-4 — (q) In regard to stormwater management, the County must also ensure
that quality is addressed. Just mentioning retention is too broad, and only appears to take
into account how quantity will be handled. In the fifth line, delete “retention” and replace
with “quality and quantity management.”

21. Page 12-6 — (i) There appears to be either a typographical error or a missing word(s)
on line six where it states, “...handling of natural and stormwater...”.

22. Page 12-15 — [8] Change “slopes greater than fifteen (15) percent” to “fifteen (15)
percent or greater”.

23. Page 12-16 — (v)[a] Current language states, “A Shore Protection Plan shall be
prepared.” When is this required? For all submissions of subdivisions and all site plans?
Please state when a plan is required by the applicant to avoid confusion.

24. Page 12-16 — [b] Current language states, “The Plan shall be reviewed with specific
comments, by the Maryland Department of Natural Resources.” What about the
Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE)? Please add language to include
MDE.

‘ 25. Page 12-17 — [e][1] Change “ vegetative planting” to “marsh creation”.

26. Page 12-17 — [e][i] Change “less than one foot per year” to “less than 2 feet per

33

year”.

27. Page 12-19 — This page begins with the impervious surface language. Why is it
under the Stormwater, Floodplain, and Tributary Stream Management section? It should
be in a section that addresses development in the Critical Area.

28. Page 12-21 — [ii] a.1. Change the beginning of this section to, “Redevelopment
activities that involve the disturbance of an area of 250 square feet or greater...”

29. Page 12-22 — [3] Tributary Stream Management — Add another bullet that states the
language found in COMAR 27.01.02.04 C 1(b) which states:

All roads, bridges, and utilities that must cross a habitat protection area shall be
located, designed, constructed, and maintained so as to provide maximum erosion
protection and minimize negative impacts to wildlife, aquatic life and their
habitats and maintain hydrologic processes and water quality. Roads, bridges, or
utilities may not be located in any habitat protection area unless no feasible
alternative exists.

. 30. Page 12-24 - (vii) [a] This section should be revised to include protection measures
for plant species. The following language is suggested to address the protection of plants.



[a] “A Habitat Protection Plan shall be prepared. The Plan shall prohibit
development activities or other disturbances that would disrupt the nesting,
breeding, stopover and/or feeding activities of the wildlife or disturb the natural
features necessary to the continued survival of plant species identified as rare,
threatened, endangered or in need of conservation within Threatened and
Endangered Species Habitats or...” (underlining is new text)

31. Page 12-24 — (vii) [d] Delete paragraph [d] starting with, “...substantial portions” up
to “The Planning Officer...” (i.e. delete first two sentences). Add, “Habitat Protection
Areas shall be conserved and protected from any development activity. The applicant
shall comply with recommendations from the Department of Natural Resources to ensure
that Habitat Protection Areas will not be adversely impacted by development.”

32. Page 12-25 — [iii] Change “Maryland Nongame and Endangered Species Program”
to “Maryland Department of Natural Resources™ since individual unit names change.

33. Page 12-26 — paragraph at top of page — The County should include a reference to the
Commission’s Forest Interior Dwelling Bird Guidance paper, dated May 2000, or
reference the alternative measures for protection of FIDs.

34. Page 12-28 — (ix) [a] Replace those occurrences of “cutting or clearing” to “cutting
and clearing”, and add that afforestation of the Buffer is required regardless of the size of
the parcel.

35. Page 12-29 — [ix] This appears to be a discrepancy with the previous page (12-28)
item (ix)[a]. Please reconcile these two items.

Section 19.13 Non-Conforming Uses, Lots Parcels and Structures

36. This amendment to Title 19, specifically changes to 19.13(d)(1) and 19.13(d)(5) are
not consistent with the Criteria. Delete “... along existing setback lines after
recommendation from the Planning Commission and with approval of the Planning
Officer. Such approval may be granted from the Planning Officer only upon finding
from a preponderance of the evidence that” and replace with “... in accordance with the
variance provisions in Section 19.14(b)(3). The Board shall also make the following
findings:”

Title 19.11(b)(4) Buffer Management Areas

37. Page 3 — (a)(1) Change “reasonable” to “feasible”.

Items #3, #4, and #7 are stricter than the Critical Area Commission’s Buffer Exemption
Area (BEA) Policies. This is okay as long as the County is aware of this issue and that
the Policy Document provides some additional flexibility for BEAs.




38. Page 4 — (b)(1) Change “reasonable” to “feasible”.

39. Page 6 — (c) The County should add provisions that state that the County can propose
and map Buffer Management Areas by its own initiative.

Buffer Exemption Area Evaluations

e Please make your documents consistent regarding the term used for BEAs. Either use
Buffer Exemption Area or Buffer Management Area.

o At the beginning of each page it is stated, “The Critical Area Commission is
requesting...”. This should be changed on every page to state, “Talbot County is
requesting...”.

40._Tilghman Creek BEA (Area 1 on Map14) — In paragraph #3 the last sentence states,
“Most of the shoreline is improved with structural shoreline control measures.” Insert

the word “erosion” before the word “control”. Please make this change on each
findings page which includes this text.

41. Bay Shore Drive BEA (Area 4 on Map 21) — Please add the zoning and Critical Area
designation to paragraph #5.

42, Teal Point BEA (Area 9 on Map 24) — Please add the zoning and Critical Area
designation to paragraph #5

43. Glenwood BEA (Area 16 on Map 34) — Please indicate whether public sewer is
available.

44. Roval Acres BEA (Area 20 on Map 40) — In paragraph #5 there is a typographical
error in sentence #3. Change “are” to “area”.

45. Newcomb BEA (Area 21 on Map 40A) — In paragraph #5 there is a typographical
error in sentence #3. Change “are” to “area”.

46. Paw Paw Cove (Area 23 on Map 44) — In paragraph # 5 there is a typographical error
in sentence #3. Change “zone” to “zoned”.

47. Tilghman Island — The findings for the areas at Tilghman Island are fine; however,

the County may want to group together these findings unless the County prefers the
method used.

48. Trappe Landing BEA (Area 36 on Map 54) — Is the marina at this site the Dickerson
Harbor Marina?

49. Choptank Bridge Commercial BEA (Area 37 on Map 62) - Is the marina at'this site
the Gateway Marina?




50._Choptank Bridge Residential BEA (Area 38 on Map 62) — There are some small lots
that are a part of this community that are not mapped BEA. They do not have Choptank

River frontage, but appear to have frontage off of a small tributary. Does the County
wish to include these lots also? They are lots 11-15.

Transferable Development Rights (TDRs)

As you are aware, the Critical Area Commission Program Subcommittee has expressed
interest in how the County’s TDR process is implemented in the Critical Area based on
discussions pertaining to the Ratcliffe and Glenwood projects. It is likely that the
Commission Panel will request information on the County’s TDR Program during the
public hearing.

Thank you for your cooperation. Please forward the above changes, and/or any
comments or concerns to us as soon as possible. The Commission is awaiting the Talbot
County Comprehensive Review due to the importance of the issues. Please telephone
Mary Owens or myself if you have questions or require additional information.
Sincerely,

;42:\: I ?“(‘ML S

Lisa A. Hoerger
- Natural Resources Planner

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Mary Owens, Chief, Program Evaluation




Judge John C. North, II

' Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
February 9, 2001
Mr. Dan Cowee
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Ayers Growth Allocation Request

Dear Mr. Cowee:

The Commission has received the above-referenced growth allocation request to reclassify 23.92
' acres of Resource Conservation Area into Limited Development Area. Before this office can

process this request we need the following information:

1) A copy of the proposed site plan that was approved by the County Council.

2) A copy of a letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity
Division regarding the status of any rare, threatened or endangered species for this

property.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please call Mary Owens or myself if you have any
questions. We can be reached at (410) 260-7516.

Sincerely,

%\PW K\ ’?L (‘he&éi—— Ct

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mary Owens

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Judge John C. North, II

‘ Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 9, 2001

Mr. Thomas Heil

Potomac Crossing Consultants
1800 Duke Street, Suite 200
Alexandria, VA 22314

Re:  Woodrow Wilson Bridge, Construction Staging Area(s) -
Dear Mr. Heil:

This letter serves to follow-up on our last telephone conversation regarding the
applicability of the Critical Area 100-foot Buffer to the construction staging area(s) for

. the Woodrow Wilson Bridge project. It is my understanding that while the exact
location(s) of these staging areas have not yet been identified, it is anticipated that the
staging area(s) may be on the site of the National Harbor property. Based on that
possibility, I also understand that representatives from your office, Maryland State
Highway Administration, and the owners of the National Harbor property are currently
devising guidelines for any contractor that may use the site.

In that regard, I am notifying the you that the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission
will need to be involved in the development of those guidelines. In general, most of the
activities associated with the construction staging areas(s) should be outside the 100-foot
Buffer.

Thank you for you attention to this matter. If you have any questions concerning the
above comments, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

s - :
Lisa Hoerger e
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mr. Ren Serey, Executive Director, CBCAC
Ms. Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation, CBCAC

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 9, 2001

Elinor Gawel

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6402

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  County Council Bill #78-00
Dear Ms. Gawel:

This office has received of County Council Bill #78-00 and is accepting it for processing. Chairman
North has determined this bill to be an amendment to the County’s Critical Area Program. The required
public hearing is scheduled for Thursday, March 1, 2001 at the Department of Education Building at
2644 Riva Road.

Prior to the public hearing, I will need the following support documentation from your office. Since
Bill #78-00 1s an alternative to the Commission’s policy for Commercial, Industrial, Institutional,
Recreational and Multi-family Development in Buffer Exemption Areas, the County must provide an
‘analysis of the bill. This analysis should include how the bill addresses the standards and mitigation
requirements set out in the Commission’s Policy. '

Thank you for your assistance. Please telephone me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

o Tlotege

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Ms. Mary Owens, Chief, Program Implementation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Judge John C. North, II

‘ Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
February 2, 2001
Mr. Chris Soldano
MS 6301
Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Saine Property

MS 01-009
@

Dear Mr. Soldano:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. The applicant proposes to create three single-family residential
lots in the Limited Development Area (LDA). I have outlined our comments below.

1. Provided no variances for disturbances to Habitat Protection Areas or limits to the
impervious surface limitations are created, this office has no objection to the
subdivision.

2. The County shall insure that the proposed stormwater management trenches are the
best alternative for stormwater management on this site.

3. For the benefit of future lot owners, a table should be added to the final plat that
indicates the impervious surface allowable for each lot.

4. What is the status of the current roadway that leads to proposed lots 2 and 3? Is it
paved? Is it private or County-owned? How does it affect the total impervious
surface proposed? These questions should be answered prior to final recordation to
avoid confusion.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Mr. Soldano
Page Two
February 2, 2001

5. Where is the area proposed for reforestation? The application indicates that
approximately.30 acres are proposed for clearing to accommodate the new
development. This area should be identified on the plat.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have additional
questions.

Sincerely, .

A IV

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 59-01




Judge John C. North, II

‘ Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 2, 2001

Mr. Mark Wedemeyer

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Langley Road Investors
S 01-008, P 01-018

Dear Mr. Wedemeyer:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for review and

comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide one parcel into two lots. I have outlined our
‘ comments below.

1. The creation of both lots should not require the need for variances to any designated Habitat
Protection Areas.

2. Since the site is in an Intensely Developed Area (IDA), the applicant will be required to address
the 10% Pollutant Reduction Rule when future development occurs.

3. The 100-foot Buffer should be shown on the final plat, including any areas of expansion for
steep slopes, hydric soils, and highly erodible soils with an accompanying plat notes that states
no new disturbance is permitted in the Buffer.

A plat note should appear on the final plat that explains the clearing and impervious surface
limitations of each lot.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

= s P (oteo o

Lisa A. Hoerger
‘ Natural Resources Planner

CcC. AA 60-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Judge John C. North, II

. Chairman

Ren Serey
Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

February 2, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning
& Zoning

Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Bay Vista Subdivision

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the updated environmental assessment for the above-referenced
subdivision request. Based on our telephone conversation this morning, it is my understanding
that the applicant has recorded the sixteen lots on.the northern side of Sinclair Avenue, and now
proposes an additional 14 units on the south side of Sinclair Avenue. I have outlined my
comments below based on this environmental assessment, and absent a detailed site plan.

1) As discussed, this office routinely recommends to other jurisdictions that environmental
assessments be no older than two years. The Environmental Assessment for this project is
dated 1994.

2) The site layout plan attached to the environmental report does not show the area of the

broad-leaved deciduous palustrine pond. All areas of nontidal wetlands and their 25-foot
buffers must be delineated on the plan to ensure new development activities will not
disturb them. If new development activities will impact any wetlands or associated
buffers, the applicant must seek permit approval from the Maryland Department of the
Environment, Nontidal Wetlands Division.

3) As with the previous submittal, there is no letter the Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) Heritage and Biodiversity Division. This review should be completed before final

approvals are issued. Please supply a copy of the letter from the Heritage and Biodiversity
Division.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Verdery
Page Two
February 2, 2001

4) It is not clear how much clearing will occur on this site to accommodate the proposed
development. This needs to be determined and an area needs to be identified in order for
reforestation to occur on-site. The proposed reforestation area should provide habitat for
wildlife and provide for a more diverse landscape plan that includes canopy, understory,
shrubs and a herbaceous layer. We recommend the reforestation plan include all native
species. The Commission staff is available for assistance.

5) The proposed impervious surface areas should appear on the plat. Also, a note should be
added to the plat alerting future homeowners of the allowable impervious surface on their
lots.

6) Proper sediment and erosion control and stormwater management is required. There is no

information regarding to how stormwater will be managed for this development proposal.
Please clarify.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have questions, please telephone me at (410)
260-3478.

Sincerely,

%Q 74 7-(6-¢L o

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 642-99




Judge John C. North, II

Ren Serey

Chairman Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 31, 2001

Mr. Mark Wedemeyer

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Code Enforcement
2664 Riva, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Bodkin Plains, Lots 204, 205

Dear Mr. Wedemeyer:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for review and
comment. I have provided our comments below.

1. The applicant will be subject to a reforestation ratio of 1:1 since the proposed clearing is
approximately 20%. In addition, the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division indicated this site to be Forest Interior Dwelling Bird (FID) habitat.
Therefore, the mitigation shall create FID habitat.

2. This office recommends that a plat note be added to alert future homeowners of the
impervious surface limitations since the proposal is at 15% for proposed lot 204A.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file. If you have
any questions, please call me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

pj . !
%_&, A eein 2 <

oY
e

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

ccC: AA 53-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-95047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 30, 2001

Mr. Elder Ghigiarelli

Maryland Department of the Environment
Coastal Zone Consistency

2500 Broening Highway

Baltimore, Maryland 21224-6612

Re:  Curtis Creek Army Depot
Dear Mr. Ghigiarelli:

I have reviewed the above-referenced project that proposes bulkhead improvements, parking lot
construction and stormwater management. As part of that review, I contacted Mr. Robert Jones of

. Frederick Ward Associates, Inc. who verified information I requested in a letter to him dated
December 22, 2000 (enclosed).

Based on the information sent to this office and a telephone conversation with Mr. Jones on Monday,
January 29, 2001, it appears all Critical Area issues have been addressed. There are no additional
impacts to the 100-foot Buffer or other Habitat Protection Areas. Also, the applicant is meeting the
required 10% Pollutant Reduction Rule required of projects in areas of intense development with the
proposed Best Management Practice for stormwater. Since no clearing or new disturbance to the
Buffer is proposed, this office sees no need for mitigation.

Based on this information, this project appears consistent with the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area
provisions. If you have any questions, please telephone me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%«/\ < - .Zz—(u{?—t ""g’i_-—‘\_-

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Enclosure

. cc: Mr. Robert Jones, Frederick Ward Associates, Inc.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 26, 2001

Ms. Cynthia Simpson

Deputy Director

State Highway Administration
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

RE: MD 7A from Ostego Street to
Congress Avenue
Harford County, Maryland
Streetscape Project

Dear Mr. Simpson:

Thank you for submitting State Highway Administration’s (SHA) proposed streetscape
improvements in the Town of Havre de Grace. This office understands that the work to be
completed includes resurfacing the roadway, replacement of signs and pavement markings,
removal of existing traffic islands, replacement of curb, gutter and drainage structures, and the
addition of landscaping and decorative features.

The roadway width on Union Avenue will be reduced from approximately 74 feet to 36
feet between Water Street and St. John Avenue. SHA is proposing to include brick lined
sidewalk, brick cross walks, pedestrian lighting, way-finding signs, street trees, shrubs, benches
and trash receptacles. Several retaining walls and the relocation and lighting of an existing statue
are other improvements. The project area crosses an Intensely Developed Area within the
Chesapeake Bay Critical Area. There will be no net increase to the existing impervious surface
within the Critical Area Boundary. Strict sediment and erosion control practices will be enforced
during construction to minimize impacts to water quality.

Also, this office understands that:

1. No wetlands occur in the project area and the Maryland Department of Natural Resouces and
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service have confirmed that no state and federal protected species are
expected to occur in the project area; and

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Continued, Page Two
MD 7A from Ostego Street to Congress Avenue
January 26, 2001

2. Fish species found in the vicinity will be protected by the in-stream work prohibition period
for Use I waters, sediment and erosion control methods and other Best Management Practices
typically used for the protection of stream resources.

Critical Area Commission staff has determined that this project is consistent with
Appendix B, Nos. 2 and 4 of the Maryland Department of Transportation and the Chesapeake
Bay Critical Area Commission’s Memorandum of Understanding. Therefore, formal approval of
the project by the Commission is not necessary.

If there are any changes in development activity that may affect the habitat within the
area on site, this office would like to be notified immediately. Thank you for the opportunity to
comment. If there are any questions, please feel free to call me at (410) 260-3483.

Smcerely,

it DC

Dawnn McCleary
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Stan Ruchlewicz
Phil Barker
General File
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 22, 2001
Mr. Chris Soldano
MS 6301
Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Bay Ridge — 11 Barry Avenue
Lots 52, 53, 54, 54A

Dear Mr. Soldano:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for

. review and comment. The applicant proposes to resubdivide the existing five lots and
create two lots. I have outlined our comments below.

1. It appears no Habitat Protection Areas will be disturbed with this subdivision. Has a
letter been received from the Department of Natural Resources concerning rare,
threatened or endangered species habitat?

2. The site plan includes a table showing the proposed and allowable impervious surface
areas for each lot. We recommend this table also appear on the final plat.

3. It appears this site may require afforestation if less than 15% is forested. The County
should verify this information before final plat approval.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

=<, . _ & '?( e
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc:  AA 38-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 17, 2001

Ms. Elinor Gawel

Anne Arundel County Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6402

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Proposed Buffer Exemption Area (BEA), Gibson Island
Dear Ms. Gawel:

Subsequent to our last telephone conversation regarding the above-referenced project, our office
discovered that County Council Bill # 61-93 includes language that permits the County to submit areas
of shoreline for Buffer Exemption Area (BEA) status. The citation is 1A-109(E).

While the Daly application is already being processed, this office believes the County should proceed to
map the remaining areas of Gibson Island, as discussed among staff. As we have discussed, the
Commission does not generally support the designation of individual lots as BEAs. The Criteria state
that, “local jurisdictions may request an exemption of certain portions of the Critical Area from the
Buffer requirements when it can be sufficiently demonstrated that the existing patter of residential,
industrial, commercial or recreational development in the Critical Area prevents the Buffer from
fulfilling [its] functions...”

It has been staff’s interpretation that a pattern is established by development on several lots or on a
larger commercial or institutional property which may involve several structures. As you know, a recent
Court decision emphasized that when local governments map BEAs they are required to make findings
which include how the pattern of development prevents the Buffer from fulfilling its stated functions.

Please contact us to arrange a time to review more detailed maps and aerial photography. If you have
any questions, please call Mary Owens or myself at (410) 260-3460.

Sincerely,

AN =TI
Lisa A. Hoerger -
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Mary Owens, Chief, Program Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 17, 2001

Ms. Linda Mott

Environmental Design Division
State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street

P.O. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re:  MD Rt. 2 Widening — Status of Mitigation

' Dear Ms. Mott:

Thank you for meeting Mary Owens and myself last week to look at the Historic St. Mary’s City
site as a potential area for mitigation for the MD Rt. 2 project. As promised, I am sending you
copies of the photographs I took of the site (enclosed).

We understand you are currently investigating the feasibility of this project with your agency.
Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions as we believe this project is a good
opportunity to partner with Historic St. Mary’s City and restore this Buffer while at the same
time meeting the mitigation requirements of this SHA project.

Sincerely,

= - o -
¢ A e C(l_*/il .L':C'C;éé{/

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger, Chief Project Evaluation
Mary Owens, Chief Program Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 17, 2001

Mr. Donald H. Sparklin
Assistant Division Chief
Project Planning Division
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re:  Project No. AA 644A21; MD 468: MD 255 to Snug Harbor Road
Safety and Resurfacing, Anne Arundel County

Dear Mr. Sparklin:

I have just received information from Mr. Robert Funk of your office that the wetlands
permit was denied, and the additional funding was allocated for the above-referenced
project. As a result, it is our understanding this project will be redesigned and
resubmitted for review. Until the project is resubmitted for review, this office will table
this project.

Thank you for your continued cooperation with the review of those State Highway
Administration projects that occur in the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area. If you have any
questions, or if I can provide your office with assistance, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (41) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

s

T CZ-?-(%;%\“
Lisa A. Hoerger -
Natural Resources Planner

Mr. Robert Funk, SHA

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

ITY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450




Judge John C. North, II

(trach
il s oy,
sl

NS T K b
Chairman \& B2 Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 16, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Tilghman Elementary School

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for meeting with me and Ms. Claudia Jones of this office at the Tilghman
Elementary School site last week. Subsequent to that site visit, we have had several
telephone conversations concerning the status of this project. In the meantime, we
received an application for a special exception for this project as well as the general site
plan for the proposed expansion. Below I have outlined our comments concerning both
applications to this office.

Special Exception #1168

The Tilghman Elementary School requests a special exception to continue to operate and
expand the school in the VC zone. This office defers to the local jurisdiction in matters
concerning special exceptions in these zones; therefore, we have no comment.

Site Plan #305

We visited the site on Tuesday, January 9, 2001 to verify the site conditions. It appears
that no Habitat Protection Areas (HPAs) will be disturbed for the proposed construction;
however, the site is in a Limited Development Area (LDA) and is subject to the 15%
impervious surface limitations. From the plan provided it appears the applicant will
exceed this total. Absent maintaining existing impervious surface levels, the applicant is
required to seek conditional approval from the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area
Commission. [ have outlined those issues that require your attention below.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093

TTY FOR DEAF ANNAPOLIS-974-2609 D.C. METRO-586-0450

Ren Serey




. T'understand you have provided the applicant with the criteria outlined in COMAR
27.02.06 that must be met in order for the Commission to consider granting
conditional approval. One of those criteria requires that some form of mitigation be
offered to offset the impacts of the aspect of the project that requires conditional
approval. We suggested to you in the field that the applicant investigate alternative
options for stormwater treatment, which included a wetland creation that could serve
as a stormwater management facility and as an educational feature for the students.
We also suggested reevaluating the parking area to minimize impervious areas.

We also discussed timing of this project. The Critical Area Commission meets the
first Wednesday of each month. Please make the applicant aware of this information
so they may plan accordingly to meet their contract schedules. Commission approval
should be secured prior to the bid process or commencement of in-house
construction.

. A letter from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity
Division should be secured prior to review by the Critical Area Commission.

. The permits required from the Maryland Department of the Environment and any
other state agencies should be secured, or in their final stages, prior to scheduling this
project on the Critical Area Commission’s agenda.

We recommend the County verify that there are no archeological issues that may be
impacted by the proposed expansion.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please forward any revisions to the site plan,
and any permits or other information outlined in this letter when it becomes available. If
I provide additional assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 16, 2001

Mr. Gurmeet Singh Gahunia, P.E.
Associate

Dewberry & Davis, LLC

10001 Derekwood Lane, Suite 100
Lanham, MD 20706-4804

Re:  Hidden View Farm, 700 Defense Highway
Dear Mr. Gahunia:

This letter serves as a follow-up to the site plan recently sent to this office for the above-
referenced property. This property will soon be further subdivided to support lots outside of the
Critical Area. The existing access road requires some upgrading for these lots. Absent an
upgrade, access will need to be provided elsewhere on the parcel.

After our field review, it appears the other options for access would require excessive clearing
and grading on steep slopes and in Forest Interior Dwelling Bird (FID) habitat. Therefore, it is
the opinion of this office that upgrading the existing driveway is the preferred option. We
understand the County may require variances for this upgrade, however, we will not oppose such
variances since the alternative options will require greater disturbance.

It is our understanding the upgrades to the existing driveway will be the minimum required by
the County, and that in certain portions of the driveway retaining walls may be necessary. In any
case, proper sediment and erosion control and stormwater management measures shall be taken
during the construction activities for the upgrading of this driveway. Please forward the final
plan when it becomes available so that we can review it for potential impacts to FID habitat.

Thank you for meeting us on the site and providing the site plan. If you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

S a e e
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc:  Mr. Chris Soldano, Anne Arundel County Planning and Zoning

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 16, 2001

Mr. Mark Wedemeyer

Anne Arundel County Department of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6303

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Magothy Beach Oval, Lots B & C Revised
S 91-156, P 01-001

Dear Mr. Wedemeyer:

[ have received the above-referenced subdivision request to create five lots. In general, we
. support the creation of these lots from a growth management standpoint since they are
considered infill in an existing community served by public water and sewer. However, they
must meet the County’s Critical Area program requirements. I have outlined our comments
below.

- 1. It appears the lots will not meet the impervious surface limitations. New, non-grandfathered
lots are limited to 15% impervious surfaces. The lots, or the proposed impervious surfaces
must be reconfigured. This office will not support variances to the impervious surface
limitation for newly created lots.

2. The County should not issue final subdivision approval until an updated letter from the
Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and Biodiversity Division is received.

3. Proper sediment and erosion control, and stormwater management techniques should be
employed during and after construction.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file. If you have
any questions, please telephone me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

%W A Hoeeger—

Lisa A. Hoerger
. Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA17-01 _
Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601 ]
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 16, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re: Charles and Annette Newcomb
Appeal #1176

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced request for a variance from County’s
Intrafamily Transfer provisions. Based on the information submitted, it appears that a
change in circumstances has occurred since the original bona fide intrafamily transfer lot
was created and conveyed to Charles and Annette Newcomb. Therefore, this office has
no objections to the requested variance.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please include this letter in your file and
submit it as part of the record. Please notify the Commission of the decision made in this

case.
Sincerely,

%:; C??’JMQAM

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cC: TC 21-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 10, 2001

Ms. Tracey L. Greene

Regional Planner/Circuit Rider

Lower Eastern Shore Regional Office
Salisbury District Court/Multi Service Center
201 Baptist Street, Box 24

Salisbury, Maryland 21801

Re:  Town of Vienna - Removal of Warehouse Building
Dear Ms. Greene:

Thank you for your letter of January 5, 2000 regarding the above-referenced project. This office
is in receipt of the site plan attached with that letter for the warehouse building, and will keep it
on file for future reference. Please notify this office when the Town intends to remove the
building. ‘

If you have any questions or if I can provide yourself or the Town with further assistance, please
telephone me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

En A FHee g

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Ms. Regina Esslinger, Chief Project Evaluation
Ms. Mary Owens, Chief Program Implementation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-5047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 8, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:

George & Barbara Ayres
M-995

’ Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request. The applicant proposes to
subdivide a 23-acre parcel into 4 lots by requesting a growth allocation. I have outlined our
comments below.

1.

The proposed density will require a growth allocation. According to the Commission’s
policy regarding growth allocation, the entirety of the parcel must be deducted.

All Habitat Protection Areas (HPAs) must be identified prior to approval for growth
allocation or final subdivision approval. All HPAs include wetlands, streams, steep slopes,
threatened or endangered plant or animal species, and other HPAs as identified in the
County’s Critical Area program.

The County should ensure that any areas that require expansion of the 100-foot Buffer are
shown. Expansion for the 100-foot Buffer is required when hydric soils are present.

It appears afforestation may be required. Please forward that information when it becomes
available. Commission staff are available to assist the County in designing an afforestation
plan for this property.

. The Buffer must be reestablished in native vegetation to 100-feet. Reestablishing the 100-

foot Buffer can include plantings that are required as a result of reforestation or afforestation
associated with the subdivision.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
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. 6. Please forward a copy of the response from the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage
and Biodiversity Division when it becomes available. The County should not issue approvals
until that letter arrives with confirmation that no rare, threatened or endangered species exist
on or near the site. If the letter indicates the presence of such species, then a more detailed
analysis is necessary to ensure adequate protections are afforded to the species.

7. Overall impervious surface for the subdivision shall not exceed 15%.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions or
need additional information.

Sincerely,

o T HoE e
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: TC 02-00
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 8, 2001

Mr. Mark Behe, P.E., Project Manager
Project Delivery Group

Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission
14501 Sweitzer Lane

Laurel, Maryland 20707-5902

Re:  Decatur Street Pump Installation
WSSC Contract CM2655A99

Dear Mr. Behe:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced project to this office for review. Based
‘ on our telephone conversations, and the site visit we conducted on Thursday, January 4,
2001, staff determined this project does not require formal approval by the Critical Area
Commission; therefore, this activity may proceed notwithstanding any other required
State or local agency permits. '

The Critical Area Commission staff considers the project to be a maintenance activity
since it will alleviate sewer back-ups in the immediate residential area. Also, this project
will require minimal, temporary impacts to the Buffer. We understand the disturbances
associated with the Buffer will be restored to its previous state. We also understand
issues regarding the pedestrian path are being coordinated between your agency and the
Maryland National Capital Parks and Planning Commission to ensure the path remains
open to pedestrian use during construction.

If the plans for this project change, please forward them to this office for review. IfI can
be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,
.‘? . ’7
SIS f—‘(-'?(i'(,ﬁg,{_/( ,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

‘ cc: Ms. Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 8, 2001

Ms. Liling Tien, RLA

P.E.L.A. Design, Inc.

212 Washington Avenue, Suite 100
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

Re:  Clyde Watson Boat Ramp, PELA Project No.: 97.051.12

Dear Ms. Tien:

On Thursday, January 4, 2001, I visited the above-referenced site. Based on current site conditions and the

proposal sent to this office, it appears this project does not require formal approval by the Chesapeake Bay

Critical Area Commission, notwithstanding other State and federal approvals. This decision is based on the scope
f the project and that no new clearing or impervious areas are proposed.

I sent a letter to your attention dated December 22, 2000 concerning this project. Kindly forward the information

requested in that letter at your earliest convenience so that we may have this information for our file. If the plans

for this project change, please forward those changes to this office for review.

As always, it is a pleasure working with you. If I can be of any assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at
(410) 260-3478.

Sincerely,

/A;L&-/ C./:' “7—/

“’%ZL“".‘&/{’, -
Lisa A. Hoerger )
Natural Resources Planner

cc: Jeff Newhouse, MNCPPC
Regina Esslinger, Chief, Project Evaluation

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 5, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Scott Quimby Site Plan
#308

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced site plan for review and comment. This
office offered comments for the special exception and variance request last summer. It is
our understanding that the Talbot County Board of Appeals approved the special
exception request, but denied the setback, 100-foot Buffer and impervious surface

~ variances. We have reviewed the updated site plan subsequent to the Board of Appeals’
decision and offer the following comments.

1. It appears the applicant is not counting any portion of the interlocking pervious
pavers as impervious surface. This office does not agree with this assumption. We
have had similar applications in other counties. Most counties do not recognize
pervious pavers as 100% pervious. At most, one county only provided 40% credit as
pervious, and this credit was given only on grandfathered, residential lots. That
county has subsequently withdrawn that policy due to long term maintenance issues
associated with these materials.

We have contacted the Maryland Department of the Environment regarding pervious
pavers, and have discovered that over time they may become impervious if not
properly maintained. Unless a long-term maintenance agreement is established, and
the County is willing to make periodic inspections, this office recommends the
County consider pervious pavers as 100% impervious, particularly in areas that will
be heavily used, or used on a daily basis.

The impervious surface calculations provided on the site plan appear incorrect.
Based on the figures provided, the total existing impervious area should be 3,302
square feet. This means the total proposed impervious area would be 5,413 square
feet or 16% impervious coverage. Therefore, the proposal still exceeds 15% and the
plan must be amended to meet the 15% limitation.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. A 10’ by 10’ fuel tank is within the 100-foot Buffer. This structure should be sited
outside the Buffer since it is not considered water dependent.

. What is the proposed method for handling stormwater leaving this site? No device or
plantings area appears on the plan. Please advise us of the status. This office can
provide assistance if necessary.

. The site plan does not show pathways for pedestrians that may either exist or may be
created for access to and from the existing buildings. If pathways exist or are
proposed, they should be included on the site plan, and included in the impervious
surface calculations.

. The plan indicates recent planting on this site. County staff should verify these
plantings. Also, proposed future plantings should consist of native Buffer vegetation.
This office is available to provide assistance to County staff if necessary.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have additional
questions, or require additional information.

Sincerely,

%ﬂ e & ‘/.ZL{‘O‘-C-C

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

Fea

cc: TC 298-00
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 4, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Grafton Manor Subdivision Request
M-992

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide this parcel into three lots in the RC zone.
This office offered comments during the sketch plan phase of review. It appears the
applicant has addressed most of those comments. Any outstanding issues should be
resolved prior to final recordation. I have outlined our remaining comments below.

1. The applicant has addressed the afforestation requirement. We support siting it in the
100-foot Buffer. This will help to reestablish the Buffer. The afforestation should
consist of natural vegetation of multi-layered native species.

. Again, the County and the applicant should ensure the proposed lot configurations are
adequate to accommodate future development without the need for variances. This
office will not support variances for nongrandfathered lots.

There is a note on the plat indicating the Buffer will be reestablished. The County
should require a Buffer Management Plan. This office can assist with that review.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have additional
questions, or require additional information.

Sincerely,

%c:_a;_ . /‘7’(0{/‘—” e

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

TC 516-00

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 4, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Woodstock Subdivision Request, M-991
Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide this parcel into six lots. This office
offered comments during the sketch plan phase of review. It appears the applicant has
addressed some of those comments. Any outstanding issues should be resolved prior to
final recordation. I have outlined our remaining comments below.

1. The letter provided by the Department of Natural Resources, Heritage and
Biodiversity Division indicated the site supports Delmarva fox squirrel habitat. In
addition, it contains potential Forest Interior Dwelling Bird (FID) habitat, and the
potential habitat for two highly rare beetles. Based on the report prepared by a
qualified biologist, it appears the proposed development will not impact the Delmarva
fox squirrel habitat, and that it is unlikely that suitable conditions exist to support
habitat for the two beetle species.

In regard to the FID habitat, it appears no clearing will occur in riparian areas of 300-
feet or greater, or in areas of contiguous forested areas of 50 acres or greater;
therefore, it appears there will be no impacts to FID habitat.

. The Environmental Assessment indicates the presence of two tributary streams;
however, I could only locate on the site plan provided. Both streams must be clearly
identified with their respective 100-foot Buffers on either side. In addition, this office
will not support variances for disturbance to these streams or their buffers.

The report referenced above also indicates areas of tidal wetlands exist along
Goldsborough Creek although none were shown on the plan except for one area that
connects to a nontidal wetland.

. The County shall ensure all areas of tidal wetlands are identified on the plan and
clearly labeled. Also, the 100-foot Buffer is measured from the landward edge of all
tidal wetlands.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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All State tidal wetlands cannot be counted towards calculating the density for this
site. Absent documentation from the applicant that the tidal wetlands on the property
are privately owned the area of tidal wetlands must be deducted from the acreage
amount for the purpose of calculating density.

The areas labeled “Reservation of Development Rights” cannot be used for future
development activities if these acreage figures support the creation of the lots in the
RCA. In other words, there must be twenty acres set aside for each lot created in the
RCA. Any acreage above that figure can be used for the Reservation of Development
Rights.

The private road cannot impact any Habitat Protection Areas (HPAs) without a
variance. This office will not support a variance to access newly created lots. It
appears portions of the new road may impact the buffer to nontidal wetlands or tidal
wetlands. The applicant must demonstrate to the County the road will not cross any
HPAs.

The lot sizes of each lot were reduced since the last submittal. This office has no
objection to this change provided each newly created lot can support new
development activities without the need for variances, since this office will not
support variances for new lots. Lot 3 appears to have little room outside required
setbacks to support development activities.

. The impervious surface details were provided on the updated plat. All appear correct
except for Lot 1 since the lot currently supports some impervious areas. This should
be stated on the plat to avoid confusion.

. At the time of our last comments, we suggested a note be added to the plat indicating
no new disturbances are permitted in the 100-foot Buffer or 25-foot buffer to nontidal
wetlands. The note that appears on the plat needs further explanation. Also, the
Maryland Department of the Environment should be listed as one of the agencies
responsible for review concerning habitat protection areas.

. Finally, the report offered by the biologist indicates zoning permits a guesthouse. If a
guest house meets the BOCA definition of a dwelling, it must count towards the
density on this parcel if it is constructed inside the Critical Area portion of the

property.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have additional
questions, or require additional information.

Sincerely,

T Ta A.: C-( —;"(l}'ﬁc(&i\
Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc:  TC515-00
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. STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

January 2, 2001

Mary Kay Verdery

Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Glebe Venture, LLC
M-996

Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request for review and
comment. The applicant proposes to subdivide this parcel into six lots. Before this office
can provide substantive comments, please forward a copy of the Environmental Report.
In the meantime, I will provide some preliminary comments.

1. The Project Notification Sheet indicates the site is in the Limited Development Area
(LDA); however, the Subdivision Application form indicates the zoning to be LI,
which indicates a Critical Area classification of an Intensely Developed Area. Please
clarify whether the site is in an LDA or an IDA.

. An intermittent stream was identified on the site plan. As such, it requires a
minimum 100-foot Buffer from the edge of each bank. The minimum 100-foot Buffer
is expanded to include a contiguous areas of hydric soils; therefore, the nontidal
wetlands identified on the site plan must also be included within the Buffer.

We recommend the Buffer be placed in community open space to avoid potential
disturbance issues in the future.

. It appears some lots may not have any buildable area remaining after the Buffer is
delineated; therefore, reconfiguration may be necessary so that all new development
activities are outside the Buffer. This office will not support variances for new lots.

. What method of stormwater management is proposed?

. Reforestation or afforestation will be dependent on the Critical Area designation.

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Ms. Verdery
Page Two
January 2, 2001

Thank you for your attention to these matters. Please telephone me if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

TC 03-01
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
January 2, 2001

Ms. Mary Kay Verdery _
Talbot County Office of Planning & Zoning
Courthouse

Easton, Maryland 21601-3178

Re:  Perry Ottwell
M-994

. Dear Ms. Verdery:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced subdivision request to this office for
review and comment. Before this office can make substantive comments, please forward
the environmental report. This item was not included in the submittal package to this
office. Once this information is received, I will forward comments to your office.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please telephone me if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

QA a;: (Z /{—I‘ LLC,Q.’ .. i

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cC. TC 05-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 1, 2001

Mr. Jeff Torney

Planner

City of Annapolis Planning and Zoning
160 Duke of Gloucester Street
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Rodrock Project
205 Melvin Avenue

Dear Mr. Torney:

This office has reviewed the applicant’s proposal to build additions to the existing house. The
proposed additions include a covered front porch, a dining room extension, a new kitchen, a new first
floor bedroom, a second floor, and a new walkway. The applicant is proposing to remove an existing
concrete walkway and a gravel driveway. The property is 0.172 acre, is designated an Limited
Development Area and is limited to the existing impervious surface of 2,860.75 square feet.

After reviewing the site plans, this office does not oppose the variance to the sideyard setback
requirements. However, the applicant needs to revise the worksheet with the correct square footage for
the front porch, first floor bedroom and kitchen to reflect the square footage from the proposed site plan.
The existing site plan does not show whether porous pavers or concrete pavers will be used. In order to
determine whether there is an increase or decrease in impervious surface, please provide more specific
information on the type of pavers being used.

The applicant proposes to remove the driveway. How will the applicant access the existing
garage? What will the new surface be? Please provide specific information on what material will be
used. Generally driveways are impervious and should be counted as such. It is possible that the applicant
may need to apply for an impervious surface variance.

Please forward this additional information when you receive it, and I will provide additional
comments. If there are any questions, please feel free to call me at (410) 260-3483.

Ao/ N Cly s,

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger
AN 331-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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. STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

June 1, 2001

Ms. Janet Gleisner

Environmental Planner

Harford County Planning and Zoning
220 South Main Street

Bel Air, Maryland 21014

RE: Father Martin’s Ashley Subdivision
Abraham Hall Project
800 Tydings Lane

Dear Ms. Gleisner:

. This office has reviewed the applicant’s proposal to build a new 12,650 square feet
building with the Critical Area. The property is 32.6 acres and is designated a Limited
Development Area. The site is a mostly developed site with several buildings on site.

After reviewing the site plan, this office does not oppose the development activity. In
order to stay within the impervious surface limits of 4.89 acres, the applicant plans to remove
0.87 acres of roads and sidewalks prior to the start of the project. Additional new impervious
sutface of 0.93 acres on site will be added. With the removal of existing impervious surfaces and
the adding of new impervious areas, the applicant will stay within the limits of impervious
surface allowed.

If the applicant decides in the future to build new structures on this site, this office

recommends that the applicant apply for growth allocation because the parcel is near the
impervious surface limit. If there are any questions, please feel free to call me at (410) 260-3483.

e (o
Dawnn McCleary ?

Natural Resources Planner

Sincerely,

cc: Regina Esslinger

) HC 290-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 31, 2001

Mr. Jeff Torney

Planner

City of Annapolis

Department of Planning and Zoning
160 Duke of Gloucester Street
Annapolis, MD 21410

RE: Horn Point Marina
105 Eastern Avenue

Dear Mr. Torney:

> . This office has reviewed the applicant’s proposal to construct a bulkhead and tie the
existing bulkhead into a revetment for shore erosion protection. The site is a Buffer Exemption
Area and is designated an Intensely Developed Area. After reviewing the site plan, this office
does not oppose this project. The proposed bulkhead replacement for shore erosion protection is
consistent with the local Critical Area Program. If there are any questions, please feel free to call
me at (410) 2603483.

Sincérely,
%é’/amv/ﬁc%/z?/
Dawnn McCleary

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger
276-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 29, 2001

Mr. Ray Dintaman

Director

Environmental Review

Tawes State Office Building, B-3
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan
For U.S. Naval Academy and Annapolis Area Complex

Dear Mr. Dintaman:

Thank you for sending the Natural Resources Management Plan for the U.S. Naval
Academy and Annapolis Area Complex (USNA\AAC) for review. Critical Area provisions are
mentioned in various sections throughout the plan, however, those sections have failed to address
all of the specific Natural Resources issues within the Critical Area.

Since the purpose of this plan is to document policies and the future direction of various
natural resources programs at the USNA\AAC, this office recommends that a section be included
in the plan that discusses the Critical Area and the various Habitat Protection Areas that need to
be managed and protected. Some of these areas in need of protection are the 100-foot Buffer,
threatened and endangered species and species in need of conservation, plant and wildlife habitat
and anadromous fish propagation waters. Please inform the preparers of the plan that specific
information on these issues can be found on our web site at www.dnr.state.md.us/criticalarea/.

On page 5-17, No. 5v of the plan, "Guidance Paper No. 1" has been changed to "A Guide
to Conservation of Forest Interior Dwelling Birds in the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area (June
2000)". When the plan is revised, please send us a copy for review. If there are any questions,
please feel free to call me at (410) 260-3483.

Sincerely,
Dawnn McCleary
Natural Resources Planner
cc: Elder Ghigiarelli
Regina Esslinger
General File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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Parris N. Glendening Maryland Department of Natural Resources Sarah J. Taylor-Rogers, Ph.D.
Givernor ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW Secretary
Tawes State Office Building, B-3
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 Stanley K. Arthur
Deputy Secreta
May 3, 2001 : 7
Memorandum
To: Jack Tawil, CCWS, EBPGM
Lori Byrne, FWHS
Arnold Norden, LWCS

Bill Hodges, RAS
Regina Esslinger, CBCAC
LTC Tammy Broll, NRP

Bob Beckett, FPS
<> ; .
From: Ray C. Dintaman, Jr., Director, Environmental Review Unit
Sl‘iect: Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan - U.S. Naval Academy and Annapolis Area Complex - April
2001 - Draft

Please review the attached information and send any comments you may have relative to the Department’s concern to

me by _May 24, 2001. I only have one copy of the complete report, so if you would like to read any particular section let me
know and I will get it to you. Thanks.

Please complete the following and return this memerandum with your response:

Check pone:
\ /_ Comments are attached. No comments.

Signature

//’vﬁ/ic

Ageéncy

If no comments are received by _Mayv R4, 2001, it will be assumed that you have none,
RCD:red y dended mm pon RAY
Attachment P RECE:L JED

I\N\.Qi/\/\*my\w
EIMIU\ MAY 9 2001
&

s CHESAPEAKE By
CRITICAL Area COMMISSION

Telephone: (410) 260-8330
DNR TTY for the Deaf (410) 260-8835




/ CLEARINGHOUSE REVIEW

May 11, 2001
: A e
. TO: Amold Norden, Greenways and Resources Planning (E-4) N e
Lynn Davidson, Wildlife (E-1) 1

Robert Beckett, State Forest and Park Service (E-3)
John Rhoads, Natural Resources Police (E-3)
Ray Dintaman, Environmental Review (B-3) NI
Jack Tawil, Education, Bay Policy & Growth Mgmt (E-2) - AC.”:“;’E‘,'
Marian Honeczy, Forestry (E-1) T AR
Bill Hodges, Resource Assessment Services (B-3)
Regina Essling(tir, Crit. Area Cmsn. (1804 West St., Suite 100, Annap., 21401)

& Q0

FROM: James W [Price, Director, Program Open Space

MaY 25 o

SUBJ: DNR Clearinghouse Review of Local POS Project # 3898-5-114
Wheeler Park Expansion (Coccaro Estate Acquisition), Caroline County

This project proposes the acquisition of 1.42+ acres of waterfront property on the
Choptank River adjacent to the existing 3.5 acre Wheeler Park in the Town of Denton.

The above referenced project has been submitted to this office for funding in accordance
with the Outdoor Recreation Land Loan of 1969, and remains on file in this office. Please submit
any comments you may have concerning this project within two weeks of the date of this letter. If
no comments are received within two weeks, it will be assumed that this project does not conflict

. with the programs, plans, or objectives of your Agency. Ifyourequire additional information before
you can complete your review, please contact the undersigned.

CHECK ONE AND INITIAL CHECK INITIAL
1. The project does not conflict with the ,
plans, programs or objectives of this Agency. | WY\ S t?} 0 \

2. The project does not conflict with this
Agency's plans, programs or objectives, but
the attached comments are submitted for
consideration.

3. The project conflicts with this Agency's
plans, programs or objectives for the
reasons indicated on the attachment.

Please return to Marti Sullivan, Program Open Space, Tawes State Office Building (E-4)
Annapolis, upon completion of review.




‘ Caroline County

'''''''

MD Department of Natural Resources
Program Open Space

Whee [er Park. Al iR

SPM , Parcel
= Acres
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 17, 2001

Dr. Ariel Cuschnir

Project Manager -

The Louis Berger Group, Inc.
1819 H. Street, NW Suite 900
Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Dr. Cushnir;

This office understands that your organization is preparing an Environmental Assessment
(EA) for the U.S. Department of the Navy to determine the potential effects of the expansion of
an existing marina at the U.S. Naval Academy in Annapolis, Maryland. I am the contact person
for this future project. Some of the issues within the Critical Area we are concerned with are:
impervious surface, forest cover\clearing, 100-foot Buffer habitat protection areas,, and water-
dependent facilities. You can find specific information on these issues on our web site at
www.dnr.state.md.us/criticalarea/ . Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions
pertaining to future development activity within the Critical Area. I can be reached at (410) 260-
3483.

Sincerely, ‘
Dawnn McCleary '

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger
General File

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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‘ STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 17, 2001

Mr. Duncan Stuart

Environmental Planner

Baltimore City Department of Planning
417 East Fayette Street, 8" Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: 750 East Pratt Street Project
Dear Mr. Stuart:
This office has reviewed the applicant’s proposal to add a fifteen story office building
expansion on top of the existing three story building. The site consists of 0.68 acres in an
. Intensely Developed Area.
After reviewing the site plan and 10% calculations, this office does not oppose this

project. The proposed re-development and the 10% calculations are correct and consistent with
the local Critical Area Program. If there are any questions, please feel free to call me at (410)

260-3483.
Sinberely,
Dawnn McCleary

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger
BA 275-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 9, 2001

Mr. Duncan Stuart

Environmental Planner

Baltimore City Department of Planning
417 East Fayette Street, 8 Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: North Shore at Canton
Case Number: 000881

Dear Mr. Stuart;

This office has reviewed the North Shore at Canton revised site plan and the 10% calculations.
This office understands that the applicant will be using an on-site best management practice to remove
the required pollutant loadings from the project site.

After reviewing the site plan and 10% calculations, this office does not oppose the
redevelopment of this site. The proposed redevelopment and the 10 % calculations are correct and
consistent with the local Critical Area Program. Worksheet A shows that the removal rate exceeds the
required minimum removal load by using an underground sandfilter.

If there are any questioﬁs, please feel free to call me at (410) 260-3483.

Sincerely, _
.fddémffu-/ﬂ ¢ f&/é/%/
Dawnn McCleary f

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger
Gary Setzer - MDE
Rich Ayella -MDE
Councilman Caine
Senator Sfikas
Dolden Moore-BPW
Citizens
BA 62-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

May 9, 2001

Mr. Duncan Stuart

Environmental Planner

Baltimore City Department of Planning
417 East Fayette Street, 8" Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: Rukert Terminals II Project
2207 Clinton Street (Canton)

Dear Mr. Stuart:

‘ This office has reviewed the applicant’s proposal to construct a new 40,560 square feet
warehouse outside the 100-foot Buffer. The property is 6.32 acres and is designated an Intensely
Developed Area. A portion of the site is within the 100-foot Buffer, and is currently almost
entirely paved or covered with buildings.

After reviewing the site plan, this office does not oppose this development activity. The
applicant revised Worksheet A, Step 5 to show that they were doing BMPs in a series for the dry
swale and sand filter. The proposed development and 10% calculations are correct and consistent
with the local Critical Area Program. These BMPs will treat more phosphorus than required on
site. If there are any questions, please feel free to call me at (410) 260-3483.

Sincerely,
Y K/////;z(
Dawnn McCleary

Natural Resources Planner

cc: Regina Esslinger
BA 215-01

Branch Office: 31 Creamery Lane, Easton, MD 21601
(410) 822-9047 Fax: (410) 820-5093
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STATE OF MARYLAND

CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338

April 27,2001

Mr. Duncan Stuart
Environmental Planner
Baltimore City Dept. of Planning
417 East Fayette Street, 8"<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>